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N defence of the former part of this Publication, againft 

Mr. Verelſt, the writer has found it neceffary to enter 
minutely into the Adminiftration of the Government of Bez- 
gal, under the late Prefidents and Select Committees. The 
whole of what he had to fay, on that fubject, was printed 
off before the death of Lord Clive, referving a few pages for 
the conclufion of the fixth Chapter, which relates to the 
Armenian Merchants, whofe caufes were then on the point 
of decifion in the Court of Common Pleas: on which ac- 
count likewife this publication was poftponed.- It is unfor- 
tunate for the writer, that his work will now appear after 
the death of the noble Lord, whofe conduct, as Prefident 
of Bengal, is particularly pointed at. But to avoid the ap- 
pearance of a malignity which he never harboured, by letter 
of the 28th November 1774, he acquainted one-of his 
Lordfhip’s Executors with the then ftate of this work, which 
he offered to fubmit to their infpection: and he has now 
only to affure the Public, that every word it contains ftands 
as it was originally intended for his Lordfhip's eye. 

‘This publication, however, has been already too long 
delayed, in hopes of final decifions in the Courts of Law, 
on fome matters that are therein treated of. But the law- 
practices of injunctions, demurrers, new trials, writs of 
error, bills of exception, and appeals from ane Court to 
another, which are become matters of courfe, where the 
parties have wealth equal to the expence, furnifh an in- 
definite latitude for delay. As the fame reafon for pro- 


craflinaties 
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craftination might therefore ftill ſubſiſt at the expiration of 
feveral years more, the writer could not fuffer falfehood and 
injuftice any loiger to prevail over truth and innocence, 
from the mifinformation that has been obtruded on the 
minds of mankind. 

Among many other fubjeéts in which the interefts of the 
Public are more materially concerned, the following fheets 
prefent to the reader a complicated {cene of injuftice that 
has been practifed towards the writer. But great as have 
been his fufferings, he has the fatisfaction to reflect, that, 
unconneéted with party-affairs, he has fuftained them all 
in the caufe of humanity, without any partial view of his 
own. The oppreffions which have ftripped him of his 
fortune have not been able to reach his mind: and thcugh 
fingle and unfupported again{ft the combined forces of 
wealth, power, influence, and connexions, he yet fees no 
ground on which he is not able to meet his enemies, from 
a con{cioufnefs that the moft inveterate of them can juftly 
accufe him of nothing worfe than knowing their iniquities 
and forgiving their injuries. 

He entertains no un:{t refentments again{ft the late Go- 
vernors and Councils oi Bensa; and his publications will 
Jemonftrate that he ias uci coatiited his own intereft, in 
any of the public trau:aciticw.s ic which he has been con- 
cerned. He therefore hopes no ziperity of thought or ex- 
preffion will be found in -ny part of his writings, but fuch 
as is not only fully juftified by the facts treated of, but 
fuch ag thofe facts would have made it criminal, in the 
moft unconcerned narrator, to have foftened. 

He alfo hwpes apologies for imperfections in his work 
will. be thought needlefs, from the candid allowance which 
every confiderate reader, who reflects on the embarrafi- 
ments, perplexities, and difficulties which he has had to 

encounter, 
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encounter, will be naturally difpofed to make. Errors of 
the prefs, and even imperfections in compof tion, he there- 
fore relies on the reader’s goodnefs to excufe. His {ole aim 
has been to furnifh important information, which he has 
endeavoured faithfully to do: and for nothing elfe does he 
prefume to be a candidate for fame. 

The numerous papers contained in the AprpENDIx are 
arranged under diftinct heads, for the fake of perfpicuity, 
as to matters and dates; and they may be confidered as 
feparate hiftorical narrations with refpeét to the fubjects of 
each collection. On this account many explanatory notes 
were deemed necefiaty ; and if any of them fhould appear 
to be répeated in fuch a multiplicity of materials, or to have 
been given in fubftance in any part of the text, the writer, 
thereon, humbly requefts the indulgence of the candid rea- 
der, who is likewife defired to cancel the note in page 287 
of the AppENprx, as the letter there referred to has been 
fince found in one fection of the Company’s Perfan Cor- 
ref{fpondence. 
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CHAP L 


INTRODUCTORY MATTER : with a REFUTATION of MR. 
VERELST?’s Firt CHarce of Guitr on the WRITER, 
Page 1 to 21 

CHAP IL 


FURTHER REFUTATIONS of Mr. VERELST’s Publica- 
tion; and ACCOUNTS of PROCEEDINGS both in EUROPE 
and ASIA : with REMARKS thereon, 22 to 61 


C H A Pe HM 


CONTAINING Tranfactions between the late GovERNING-SER- 
VANTS of the Company in BENGAL and the WRITER, 
from his being firft ordered to repair to ENGLAND in 
January 1767, until their Imprifonment, in March 1768, 
of the ARMENIAN MERCHANTS, who acted as his mercantile 
Agents, 62 to 102 


C H AP. IV. 


ON the TYRANNIC, MILITARY, and ARBITRARY PRE- 
TENDED JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS of the COM- 
PAN Y’s RULING-SERVANTS in BENGAL, from their I MPRI- 
SONMENT of the WRITER’s AGENTS, until their illegally 
STRIPPING him of his Orrice of ALDERMAN, and their 
FORCIBLE SEIZURE and EMBARCATION of his Perfon, on board 
the SIP VALENTINE, to be tranfported to EUROPE, 

103 to 120 


[C] CHAP. 
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CORA Ro V 


PROCEEDINGS of the Company’s RULING-SERVANTS in BEN- 
GAL, and of tneir Drrecrors in ENGLAND, relative to the 
WRITER ; frora the forcible SEIZURE and TRANSPORTATION 
of his Perfon to ENGLAND in September 1768, until his final 
Ruin, i : è - Page 121 to 140 


C EHA P: Vi. 


AN ACCOUNT of the ArmeEnrans in BENGAL, particularly 
of the OPPRESsSsIoNs fuffered in the Year 1768, from the Su- 
PERIOR SERVANTS ofthe EAST INDIA COMPANY, by 
GREGORE COJAMAUL, JOHANNES PADRE RAFAEL, and others; 
and of their Succefs in purfuit of Juitice, - è 141I to 160 


CBH A P WIL 


ON the MAL-ADMINISTRATION of JUSTICE by the late Pre- 
SIDENTS and SELECT COMMITTEES 111 BENGAL: with a VIN- 
DICATION of the AUTHOR of CONSIDERATIONS, &c. from MR. 
VERELST’s MISREPRESENTATIONS on that SuBjJECT : and 
curfory Remarks on the Introduction of the Eng//b Laws among 
the Indians, P — 161 to 182 


= 


h H Pas * VIII. 


REMARKS on the WRT asi, with a REFUTATION of fuch 
CHARGES brought a,..... a ur MR- VERELST’s VIEW, as 
are not noticed in the othe: iita er ais Work, 133 to 203 


CH A P: TA. 


A VINDICATION of the Author, on the Subject of the Moxo- 
Po.y of Sart, BEETLENUT, and ‘Fopacco; eftablifhed by 
the Rrght Honourable. PRESIDENT and SELECT COMMITTEE 


of BENGAL, in the Year 1765, 5 á ‘ 204 to 220 


C H A P. 
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C H A E, w 


On the INCONSISTENCY of CoNDUCT, INIQUITOUS DECEP- 
TIONS, and INTERESTED ABUSES of AUTHORITY: ot the Tate 
PRESIDENTS and MEMBERS of the SELECT CoMMITTEES of 
BENGAL; and on their Lavisyu PRoFwusIon of the PROPERTY 
of the PUBLIC, ë à ; ‘ 225 to 235 


CHAP AL 


On the PoLITICAL SYSTEM of the Company, and their late 
GovERNING SERVANTS; With a VINDICATION of what hath 
been PUBLISHED by the AUTHOR, on that SuBjeEcr, 


236 to 2438 


Cc HA FP. AIL 


ON the EXCLUSIVE TRADE TO AND FROM INDIA; the REGu- 
LATIONS of the East InNpraA Comrany, and their late SER- 
VANTS, for CONDUCTING the INTERIOR COMMERCE of BEN- 
GAL, and their Praéiice of SEIZING their FELLow SuBJECTS 
by MILITARY GUARDs in INDIA, and TRANSPORTING them 
to ENGLAND: with Remarks on the late Act of PARLIA- 
MENT for the better MANAGEMENT of the ComPpany’s Affairs. 


249 to 275 


CHAP XII. 
CONCGCECSIO N 276 
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CONTENTS oF THE APPENDIX 


g nk o FP os 
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LETTER A; 


CoNTAINING Copies of PUBLIC PAPERS, LETTERS, and Pro- 
CEENINGS relative to the Syftems of TRADE, JUSTICE, and 
PoOLITICS of the Eaf India Company ; and particularly refpeét- 
ing the Conduct of their late SELECT COMMITTEES in BEN- 
GAL, VIZ. 


Num. 1. Copy of an agreement made between the Governor and 
Company of Merchants of London trading to the Ea/ Indies, 
and the Armenian nation; dated the 22d Yune 1688, . 


Page 1 to 6 


Num. H. Copy, in the Perfan language, of the original Firmaun 
granted in the year 1717. by the Emperor Furrukhfeer, to the 
tingla Eai India Corri.: for carrying on their trade in 
Bengal, Bahar, and O. œ. vith the reading in Roman cha- 


racters, and a literal tr:.:i >33. Ure. 
The Perfian original, 6 to 8 
The reading in Roma: is.iv: “ters, 9 to 10 
The tranflation, Ii totg 


Num. III. Copy of a letter of cor plaints againft the trade of the 
Europeans in Bengal, as fent from the Governor of FHoagly to 
the Court at Mlur/hedabad im 17283 reccived by the Company 
in England, per Montague, the sth Auguſt 1728, ig to 14 


Nim. IV. Copy of the firft fketch of the plan of Colonel James 
Mill, in the fervice of the Emperor of Germany, in the year 
1746, for an expedition againít Bensa, 15 to 16 


Nun. 
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Num. V. Copy of Colonel James Mill’s {cheme for an expedition 
under the Imperial flag, for dethroning the Nabob of Bengal ; 
drawn up on his hearing of the lofs of Madra/s in the year 
17456, ° . . . Page 16 tò Ig 


Num. VI. Copy of a letter from the Court of Eaff India Direc- 
tors to the Honourable Henry Vanfittart, Efq; their Governoc 
at Fort William; dated London, goth February 1764, 19 to 21 


Num. VII. Copy of the memorial of George fFohnftone and George 
Dempfier, Efquires, to the Court of Eaf India Direétors, re- 
monftrating again{ft their appointment of a Select Committee 
with extraordinary powers for their government in Bengal ; 


dated the 30th May 1764, : . = 22to 24 


Num. VIII. Copy of the fixty-feventh paragraph of the general 
letter from the Court of Eaf? India Dire€tors to their Governor 
and Council in Bengal, on their appointment of Lord Céve 
and the Select Committee; dated June the iſt 1764,. 24 to 25 


Num. FX. Copy of Mr. Harry Verelf’s minute relative to the em- 
ployment of European in preference to Indian agents, or go- 
maftahs, in Bengal; recorded on the Calcutta confultations of 
the 2rft July 1764, > š ; 25 to 28 


Num. X. Copy of the proceedings of a Select Committee of the 
Houfe of Commons, on Lord Ci/:ve’s letters, dated Madra/s 
w7th April 1765; fetting, forth the then fuccefsful fituation 
of the Company’s affairs in India, and dire€ting all his proper- 
ty to be inveíted in India ftock., - : 23 to 39 


Num. XI. Copy of a letter-from the Right Honourable Robert 
Lord Ciive, to the Honourable Sir Fofeph Yorke, his Majetty’s 
Ambaffador Extraordinary .and Plenipotentiary at the Hague; 
dated the 7th November 1765, : ; : 40 


Num. XII. An account of fuch fums as lave been proved or 
acknowledged before the Committee of the Honourable Houte 
of Commons, ammo 1772, to have been diftributed by the Princes 
and other natives of Benga/,-&Sc. to the Eaf India Company, 
and to Lord Chve and other Company’s fervants, from the 
year 1757 to the year 1766, both inclutive ; diftinguifhing. the 

principal 
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privcipel times of the faid diftributions, and ipecifving the 
fums reccived by each perion retpedlively, Page 40 to 41 


Num. XIII. Copy of the proceedings of T.ord C/‘ve and the Select 
Committee, held at Calcutta on the 5th November 1765, upon 
an application made to the Pretident and Council at Aladrafs, 
for tour gentlemen of the greateft integrity and ability, and 
untainted with the corruption and licentioutnefs of Calcutier, 
to be taken into the Council at Bengal, 41 tO 44 


Num. XIV. Copy of a memorial to the Court of af? India Di- 
rectors, from the Company’s covenanted fervants on the Ber- 
gal c{tablifhment, remonitrating again{t the Seleét Committce’s 
appointment ‘of four gentlemen from Madrafs; with the pro- 
ceedings thereon of the Committee, on the zoth January 


1706, 44 to 50 


Num. XV. Copy of a letter from Mr. Gerard Guflavus Ducarell 
to the Prefident and Council at Calcuita, on the ſubject of the 
memorial recorded on their confultation of the 22d January 
1766, 51 to §2 


Num. XVI. Copies and extraéts of minutes, letters, and proceed- 
ings of the Prefident and Members of the Council at Calcutta, 
from the 25th September 1765, to the 3d March 1766; rela- 
tive to the difputes with Lord Clive, which occafioned the 

firft imprifonment of the iunertiiant Ramaaut, the {ufpenfion of 

Mr. Ralph Leycefier, antici. retipnation of Mr. George Gray ; 

with the proceedin:; -=< the boas. in their judicial capacities; 


upon Ramnau?’s firi carin. ent, 52 tO 119 





Num. XVII. Cop: "tk aA ictt sy from Lord C/ive to the Court of 
Eafi India Dire ač; dard Galeutta, the zoin March 1 766, 
120 to 122 


Num. XVIII. Extract of a letter from the Court of Eaft India 
Directois to the Prefident and Council of Fort William in Ben- 
gal; dated the 17th May 1766, prohibiting their drawing of 
bills, 122 to 123 


Num. 
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Num. XIX. Copy ofa letter from Mr. Alexander Camphell, mint 
and affay-mafter at Calcutta, to the Prefident and Council ; 
containing a plan for a new gold coinage. Recorded on con- 
fultation the 2d Fune 1766, ; : Page 123 to 126 


INum. XX. Copy of the proceedings of a Bench of Juftices, 
held at Calcutta on the 8th of September 1766; relative to 
Lord C/ve’s imprifonment of two Britib fubjceets, named Ver- 
non Dufficld and Francis Robertfon, i ‘ 126 to 129 


Num. XXI. Copy of the proceedings of the Sclect Committee at 
Calcutta, the 22d Odtober 1766, relative to the trade, coinage, 

and other matters, ‘ : : tg0 to 131 

A lift of goods imported by fhipping, or from the Aurungs, 

on which the Honourable Company receive duties, 132 to 1 33 


Num. XXII Copy of the proccedings of the Sele& Committee, 
relative to gomaftahs, duftucks, and chokeys, t34 to 135 


Num. XXIII. Copy of proceedings at a confultation, held at Cal- 
cutta on the 11th December 1766, relative to a letter from the 
Nabob Seyf al Dowlah to Lord Clive; anda letter from Mr. 
Henry Vanfittart, in anfwer to one from General Carnac to the 
Board, - : : : > I36 tO 141 


Num. XXIV. Copy ofa letter from Tord C//ve to the Court of 
Eaft India Directors; dated the 12th December 1766, 141 to 143 


Num. XXV. Copy of the proceedings ‘at a Select Committee, 
held at Barrafut the 27th December 1766, relative to the afl- 
duity, fecrecy, and difintereftedr-fs of the Committee, and 
their reftraining the trade in rave-filk, * 143 to 144 


Num. XXVI. Copy of the proceedings of the Sele& Comumunittec, 
held at Calcutta on the 18th April 1767, relative to the com- 
plaints of Gocul Sonar and Ramnaut Da/fs, againtt Nobekifen, 


I45 toss 


Num. XXVI. Extract from the proceedings at a Seleét Com- 
mittee, held at Calcutta the 6th Yuly 1767, upon a letter from 
Mefirs. Harry Verelſt and Francis Sykes, relative to the revenues 
and trade of vhe country, and other matters, 156 to 159 


Num. 
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Num. XXVIII. Copy of proceedings at a Select Committee, held 
at Calcutta on the 2d September 1767, relative to a plan pro- 
poted by Mr. Svkes, for carrying on the inland-trade in talt, 
bectlenut, and tobaceo, - : Page 160 to 162 


Num. XXIX. Copy of proceedings at a Sele& Committec, held 
at Calcutta on the 17th November 1 767, relative to the inland- 
trade, particularly that of the French, : s 162 to 164 


Num. XXX. Extraéts from a letter written by the Court of Di- 
rectors, to the Prefident and Council at Fort MWilkam, in Ben- 
gal; dated the 2oth November 1767, > . 164 to 165 


Num. XXXI. Copy ofa letter from the Court of Eaf India Di- 
rectors, to the Prefident and Select Committee at Bengal ; 


dated the 2oth of November 1767, ` ‘ 166 to 167 


Nam. XXXII. Copy of proceedings at a Select Committee, held 
at Calcutta on the 29th December 1767, containing regulations 
and reftrictions of the inland-trade, : z 168 to 170 


Num. XXXIII. A literal tranflation from the Bengal language of 
a narrative of the treatment received, in the month of De- 
cember 1767, by Krifno Paul Koomar, and others, weavers and 
brokers, from the chief and other fervauts of the Englip fac- 


tory at Dacca, > ` ; t70 to 172 
Num. XXXIV. Coeoyy of - letter from the Court of Eaf India 
Direétors to th: i*-.- . and Seleé&t Committee at Calcutta ; 
dated the r2tl .:.- +7683 ordering 500,000 /. to be re- 
mitted home in * -ais : r 172 to 173 


Num. XXXV. Copy ~ u3 sccount current, from Mr. Francis 
Sykes, of money ca'i.cted rrom the natives of Bengal, for the 
aa of parag off certain outítanding-balances; dated Mur- 
Medabad, the 31ft January 1768, . - i73 to 175 


Num. XXXVI. Sopy of a letter from the Court of Eafi India 
Directors to the Prefident and Seleé&t Committee at Calcutta > 
dated the 16th March 1768, . > 176 to 183 


Num., 
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Num. XXXVII. Extraé&ts from the proceedings of a Select Com- 
mittee, held at Calcutta on the 13th September 1763, containing 
their refolutions and inftructions to their deputics to apply to 
the King, Shah Allum, for two or three provinces, then in 
pofieifion of Hindooput, the Rajah of the Bundeleund country, 

Page 183 to 184 


Num. XXXVIII. Copy ofa letter from the Court of Eaf India 
Dire€tors to the Prefident and Selet Committee at Calcutta : 
dated the 11th November 1768, ; s 184 to 192 


Num. XXXIX. Extract of a letter from Mr. Robert Mauddifon, a 
factor at the Durbar, to Mr. Jobn Mudie, a free-merchant at 
Patna, dated the zoth January 1769; as the fame has been 
exhibited in the late Mayor’s Court at Calcutta, and before the 
Eaft India Directors in London, b : 193 to 194 


Num. XL. Extract of a letter from Governor Ferel to the Court 
of Eaft India Directors; dated the sth April 1769, 194 to 195 





Num. XLI. Copy of a letter from Colonel Richard Smith to the 
Seleét Committee at Calcutta; dated near Mababad, the rtt 
May 17693; and recorded at the Committee held on the rg9th 
of Muy 1769; mi ck - : : 195 to 198 


Num. XLII. Extract of a letter from Mr. Richard Becher, Refident 
at the Durbar, to Governor Verelf?; as laid before the Seleé& 
Committee on the 8th July 1769, relative to the trade and 
{tate of the country, : ` - 199 to 201 


Num. XLIII. Copy of Mr. Freres minute, recorded at a Seleét 
Committee, held at Calcutta the 11th Augu 1769, on the 
trade of the country, . ‘ : 201 to 214 


Num. XLIV. Copy of Mr. Verelſts farewel-letter to the Board at 
Calcutta, with the anfwer of his fuccéffor, Jobn Cartier, Efq; 
and the Members ot the Council; as recorded on the conful- 
tations of the 16th December 1769, : > 202 to 224 


Num. XLV Copy of a letter from the Court of Faf India Di- 
rectors to the Prefident and Select Committce at Calcutta ; 
dated the 23d March 1770, Š s 224 to 228 

D IN us. 
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Num. XLVI. Extra& from a view of proceedings relative to the 
inland-trade of Bengal, in the articles of falt, beetlenut, and 
tobacco, from the 18th May 1764, to the iſt of September 
17683; as drawn up from the Company’s records by Mr. Samuel 
TETIRS, : s n ' ; Page 229 to 242 


Num. XLVII. Dates of the various orders of the Courts of Eaf 
India Directors, relative to the trade in falt, €@c. with the 
periods of their receipt in Bengal, and their refpective anfwers; 
from February 1764, to Augufi 1771, : 242 to 244 


Num. XLVIII. Copy of the arzees, or petitions of Munny Begum, 
the widow of the late Nabob Meer Yafier Ally Khawn, to the 
Board of Revenue at Aflurfhedubad ; as they ftand recorded. on 
their confultations of the 17th December 1770, 245 tO 247 


Num. XLIX. An account of the profit and lofs arifing upon the 
fales of the goods imported from Afia, by the Eaf? India Com- 
pany, in. the years 1764, 19762, 1763, 1764, and 1765,. 245 


Num. L. An account of the profit and loſs arifing upon the fales 
of the goods imported from Afia, by the Eaff India Company, 

in the years 1766, 1767, 1768, 1769, and 1770, 249 
General abftract of the two preceding accounts, 250 


Num. LI. Extra&ts from the*general letter written by the Court 
of Laff India Dire&tors co tiicir Prefident and Council at Ca/- 
cuita; dated therri: Afra 1771- 7 š 250 to 259 


Num. LII. Extras i:n t: gen: ~i letter written by the Court 
of Ea) India Dirks. t. thetr «ict. ice and Council at Ca/- 
cutta; dated the 2Sth. sinew 17°11, fet p- Lapwing packet, 

| 260 to 266 


Num. LII{. Copy of the | i cece 8 of the Prefident and Coun- 
cil at Calcutta, at confultations held the 3d and jth Fangary 
1772, relative to a charge made by Mr. Mexander Fephfon 
apainft Mr. Cornelius Goodwin, late Mayor of Ca/cu//a3 as re- 
ported to the Houfe of Commons, by the Committee of Sce- 
crecy, on the 6th May 1773, A i 267 to 2-3 


Num. 
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Num. LIV. Copy of a memorial from Mr. Richard Whittall to 
the Committee of Secrecy of the Flonourable Houfe of Com- 
mons, in vindication of his cliaracter, as affected by the pro- 
ceedings of the Govenor and Council at Calcutta of the 3d and 

th January 1772; delivered by Mr. Wdittall on the 17th 
ons 1773, to the Honourable Mr. Alderman Harley, Chair- 
man of the faid Secret Committce of the Houle of Commons, 
Page 273 to 277 

Ntm. LV. Copy of obfervations made upon the agreement be- 
tween the Eaj. India Company and the Armenians, in 1688 ; 
as drawn up by Thomas Nutha/l, Efq; Solicitor to the Com- 
pany, and figned by their Standing-counfel, Charles Sayer, 
Efg; on the r4th May 1772, : . 277 tO 279 


Num. LVI. Copy ofa letter from Mr. George Smith to the Prefi- 
dent aid Council at Fort St. George, relative to the new cove- 
nants ; dated the 6th March 1773, : 279 to 281 


Num. LVII. Copy of a letter from Mr. Andrew Rofs to the Pre- 
fident and Council at Fort St. George, relative to the new cove- 
nants ; dated the 8th March 1773, 3 282 to 284 


Num. LVIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to William 
Fames, — one of the Eaf India Directors, containing a pro- 
pofal for the introduction of printing in Bengal, and a {peci- 
men of the Bengal alphabet in new invented types; dated the 
23d September 1773, ‘ 5 à ; 285 





°— — — — 


BET 2. B: 


ConTAINING Tranflations and Abſtracts of certain Perfian Letters 
which paffed between the Eaf India Company’s Prefidents at 
Calcutta, their Refident at the Durbar, and the Nabobs and 
Officers of the CountTRY-GovERNMENT, from July 1765, to 
December 17683 relative to the Trade and Government of BEN- 
GAL; as the fame ftand on the Records of the Company. 


Num. I. Copy of a letter from the Right Honourable Robert 
Lord Chove, then at Murfhedabad, to the Nabob Najim al Dow- 

lah; dated the 6th Fuly 1765, ; ; Page 286 

(D ai Num. 
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Num. IT. Copy of a letter from the King Shah Allum to Lord 


Clive and the Council at Calcutta ; received 1 5th September 1765, 
Page 287 


Num. III. Copy of a letter from Mahommed Reza Khawn, the 
acting Nabob at Mfur/bedabad, to Souchit Roy, Fowzdar at Pur- 
nea; tran{mitted by Mr. Richard Barwell in his addrefs to the 
Select Committee, as recorded in their proceedings of the 14th 
January 1766, ; > 7 . 287 


Num. IV. Copy of a letter from Sujah al Dowlah, Nabob of 
Owd, Refident at Fysabad, to Harry Ferel, Eiq; Governor 
of Bengal; dated the 12th March 1767, as tranflated by Mr. 
William Lufbington, å : : 287 to 288 


Num. V. Copy of a letter from Francis Sykes, Efq; Refident at 
the Durbar or Court of the Nabob, at Mur/bedabad, to Pur- 

teet Ram, Fowzdar at Ragemah/; dated the 22d July 1767, 
289 


Num. VI. Copy of a letter from the fame to the fame; dated the 
25th duguf? 1767, : > ‘ s 239 
Num. VII. Copy of a letter from Purteet Ram, at Ragemahl, to 
Francis Sykes, Efq; Refident at the Durbar; received the 27th 
Auguft 1767, : TE : . 289 to 290 
Num. VIII. Copy of aleires fecoon Seyd Mahommed Ally Khawn, at 
Hoogly, to Francis Sy Via; received the 28th Auguft 1767, 

290 

Num. TX. Copy of a Letts nns Francis Sykes, Blas to Afahom- 
med Reza Khawn z dst... ihe zd December 1767, 290 to 291 


Num. X. Copy ofa fette: row: Francis Sykes, Efg; to the nomi- 
nal Nabob Seyf al Dow: =, dated the 2d December 1767, 291 


Num. XI. Copy of a letter irom the fame to the fame, of the 
fame date, : n . . ‘ 291 


Num. XII. Copy of a letter from the fame to Meahommed Reza 
Khawn; dated the roth December 1767, 291 to 292 


6 Num. 
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Num. XIII. Copy of a letter from the {fame to Purteet Ram, 
Fowzdar at Ragemah/; dated the roth December 1767, 





Page 292 
Num. XIV. Copy ofa letter from Mahommed Reza Khawn to 
Francis Sykes, Efq; received the r2th December 1.767, 292 


Num. XV. Copy ofa letter from Francis Sykes, Eiq; then at Pur- 
nea, to Mahommed Reza Khawny; dated the 17th. of December 


1767, . . - . . 292 to 293 
Num. XVI. Copy of another letter from Francis Sykes, Efq; at 
Purnea, to Mahommed Reza Khawny; dated the 17th December 
1767; 293 
Num. XVII. Copy of another letter from Francis Sykes, Efq; at 
Purnea, to Mahommed Reza Khawny; dated the 17th December 
1767, . - . - ° 293 
Num. XVIII. Copy of a letter from Harry Verelſt, Efq; to the 


Nabob Moneer al Dowlah, acting miunifter to the King Shah 
Allum at Illahabad; dated the 3d January 1768, 293 to 294 


Num. XIX. Copy of a letter from Mahommed Reza Khawzn. to 
Harry Verrell, Eiq; received the 27th February 1 768, 295 


Num. XX. Copy of a letter from Harry Verelſt, Eiq; to Moneer 
al Dowlah; dated the 19th May r768, : 295 to 296 


Num. XXI. Copy of a letter from the Rajah Shetabroy, at Patna, 
to Harry Verelfi, Eiq; received the 20th May — 296 


Num. XXII. Copy of a letter from v ‘thommed Reza Khawn. to 
Harry Verelf?i, Efq; received the 15st July 1768, 296 


Num. XXIII. Abftrac of a letter from Harry Ferel, Eq; to the 
Nabob Sujah al Dowlah; dated the 27th Fu/y 1 768, 297 


Num. XXIV. Copy of a letter from Mahommed Reza Khawn to 
Harry Verei, Eiq; received the it Auguft 1768, 297 


Num. XXV. Copy of a letter from Harr Verelfi, Efq; to Ma- 
hommed Reza Khawns; dated the 12th Aaah 1768, 297 


Nuin.. 
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Num. XXVI. Abftra& of a letter from Mabommed Rexa Khawn 
to Herry Ferel, Efa; received the 15th Auguſt 1768, Page 298 


Num. XXVII. Abftract of a letter from Meer Zeyn al abed deen 
Khawn, Fowzdar at Hoogiy, to Harry Verelſt, Eiq; received 
the Ausu 1768, à - : . 298 


Num. XXVIII. Abſtract of a letter from Babooram, Naib (or De- 
putv) of the Zemindar of Fefare, to Harry Vere, iq; rc- 
ceived the 3d September 1768, ; 298 


Num. XXIX. Copy of a letter from Mahonmed Reza Khawn to 
Harry Ferel, Eiq; recorded on confultations the 27th Decem- 
ber 1768, à i ; ; - 298 to 299 


Num. XXX. Abftract of a letter from the Nabob Seyf al Dew!/ah 


to Harry Verelf, Efq; recorded on confultations the 27th De- 
cember 1768, f ‘ ‘ - . 299 





LATTER C 


CoNTAINING Copies of public Letters and Proceedings relative to 
a Difpute between Randolph Marriott, Efq; as Chief, and Wil- 
liam Bolts, as Second, of the Company’s Factory at BANARAS, 
in the Year 17653 Wit: cnnjurdtive, narrative, and explanatory 


notes. 
Num. I. Copy of a lete: ' in Rudolph Marriott, Efq; to Wil- 
liam Bolts; dated Bante. te yet: Auguft 1765, Page 300 


Num. Il. From Wilt: a h vs to Randolph Marriott, Eiq; ditto, 
300 to gol 
Num. Ill. From Rando, b “is: rott, Efq; to William Bolts, ditto, 


| 301 
Num IV. From William Bolts to Randolph Marrictt, Efq; ditto, 
301 

Num. V. From Randolph Marriott, Efg; to William Bolts, ditto, 
302 

Num. VI. From /Villiam Bolts to Randolph Marrait, Eiq; ditto, 
2 302 to 303 


Num. 
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Num. VII. From Randolph Marriott, Efq; to Wiliam Brightwell 


Sumner, iq; and the gentlemen of Council at Fort IF illiam ; 
dated Baniras, the roth Aueuf 1765, ; Page 303 


Num. VIII. From William Bolts to William Brightweil Sumner, 
Efq; and the gentlemen of the Council at Fort Milliam; 
dated Banaras, the 12th Augufl 1765, s 304 tọ 306 


Copies of Mr. Marriotts letters to Shetabroy, and Afoneer al 
Dewlah, viz. 


To Rajah Shetabroy, Bandras, the 1{t March 1765, 306 to 397 
To the Nabob Moneer al Dowlah, Banaras, 6th March 1765, 


hee 
To Rajah Shetabroy, Bandras, 12th March 1765, 397 
To Rajah Shetabroy, Bandras, 15th March 1765, 367 
To Rajah Shetabroy, Bandras, 21{t March 1765, 308 
To Rajah Shetabroy, Banaras, 23d March 1765, 308 


To Rajah Shetabroy, Bandras, 25th March 1765, 308 to 309 


Num. IX. From Randolph Marriott, Efq; to William Brightwell 
Sumner, Efq; and the gentlemen of Council at Fort William ; 
dated Banaras, the Auguft 1765, š 309 to 311 

Paragraph of a letter from Mr. Randolph Marriott to Lord 
Ciive 3; dated at Bandas in June 1765, : 211 


Num. X. Copy of official proceedings at a confultation, beld at 
Bandras the 13th Augu 1765. Prefent, Randolph Marriott, 
Eiq; Chief, and Alliam Bolts,- S cond, . ziz to 414 


Num. XI. Copy ofa letter fram J/i//iam Bolts to !7/liam Bright- 
well Sumner, Eig; and the gentlemen and Council at Fort Ii- 
liam; dated Banaras, the 15th fugu 1765, 315 to 317 

Num. XII. Ditto from Randolph Marriott, Eſq; to H iiam Bright- 
well Sumner, Eig; and the gentlemen of Council; dated Ba- 
naras, the isth dugu/? 1765, ‘ à 317 to jio 


Num. XIII. Ditto from ditto to Lord Clave and the Council of 
Fort P ham; dated the vit Odtcher 1765, 319 to 321 


oe CBS uN. 
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Num. XIV. Copy of official proceedings at a confultation, held 
at Banaras the 25th Oéfober 1765. Prefent, Randolph Mar- 
riott, Eig; Chief, Mr. IVillium Bolts, Second, and Mr. &/aac 
Sage, - - . : Page 321 to 324 


Num. XV. Copy of official proceedings at a confultation, held 
at Banaras the 26th Oé€fober 1765. Prefent, Randolph Mar- 
riott, Efa; Chief, Mr. illiam Bolts, Second, and Mr. “aac 
Sage, . . . ‘ s 324 to 325 


Num. XVI. Copy of official proceedings at a confultation, held 
at Bandras the 30th Odgfober 1765. Prefent, Randolph Mar- 
riott, Efq; Chiet, Mr. /?7/lam Bolts, Second, and Mr. J/aac 
Sages - - ` - . 326 ta 327 


Num. XVII. Copy of official proceedings*at a confultation, held 
at Bandras the 31f{t Oégtober 1765. Prefent, Randolph Mar- 
riott, Efq; Chief, Mr. Wiliam Bolts, Second, and Mr. //aac 
Sage, : ; . r P 328 to 329 


Num. XVIII. Copy of the proceedings of the Prefident and Seleét 
Committee at Calcutta, on the 29th Odgicler 1765, 330 to 331 


Num. XIX. Copy of a letter from the Nabob Sujab al Dowlah 
to Lord C/ive, referred to in the foregoing proceedings of the 
Seleé&t Committee ; as received by his Lordfhip on the 28th 


Ogtober 1765, ‘ > ‘ 43% to 392 
Num. XX. Copy of lector ©. in Randolph’ Marriott, Efq; to the 
Prefident and Cavi: u -7 Creaa; dated Banaras, the 11th 
November 1765, > . 332 to 333 


Num. XXI. Copy of a act.” fori the Prefident and Seleét Com- 
mittee to Randolph Maron, Eiq; and William Bolts; dated 
‘ort William, the 18th Nevember 1765, s 333 


Num. XXII. Copy of the proceedings of the Prefident and Coun- 
cil at Calcutta, on the 17th February 1766; with their final 
decifion on the difpute between Mr. Marriott, as Chief, and 
William Bolts, as Second, of the factory at Banaras, 334 to 334 


Nun. 
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Num. XXIII. Extract from the proceedings of the Prefident and 
Council at Calcutta, onthe 3d Murch 1766, Page 337 to 338 


Num. XXIV. Extract from the proceedings of the Prefident and 
Council at Calcutta, on the 28th November 1766, 338 to 339 


Num. XXV. Extract from the general letter of the Court of 
Eafi India Dire&tors to their Prefident and Council at Bengal; 
dated London, the 4th March 1767, ‘ ; 340 








LETTER D 


CONTAINING Copies of Letters which pafled between C/aud Ruf- 
fell, Efq; one of his Majefty’s Juftices of the Peace for the Town 
of Calcutta, Mr. Philip Pollock, and William Bolts; relative to an 
intended Indictment. of the latter, upon a forged Accufation of 
his having forcibly taken from Mr. Pellock’s Houle certain Books 
and Papers, in the Year 1767. 


Num. I. From Claud Ruffell, Efq; to William — dated Ca/- 


cutta, the 5th May 1767, ‘ Page 341 
Num. II. From William Bolts to Claud Ruffell, Eiq; dated Cal- 
cutta, the 5th May 1767, à 341i to 343 
Num. Ill. From Claud Ryfell, Efq; to William Bolts; dated Cal- 
cutta, the 6th May 1767, ‘ š ‘ 343 
Num. IV. From Willam Bolts to Claud sis lla Efg; dated Cal- 
cutta, the 6th May 1767, ‘ F 343 
Num. V. From Mr. Pbilip Pollock to William Bolts; dated Cal- 
Cilfa, the 6th Map 17675 a š . 343 to 344 
Num. VI. From William Bolts to Mr. — Pollock; dated Ca/- 
cutta, the 6th May 1767, = ‘ 344 


[E] GETTER 
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LETTERE BE. 


CONTAINING Extraéts and Copies of Letters, Orders, Petitions, 
and Affidavits, concerning the Perfecutions of four Armenian 
Merchants, who were feveral Months imprifoyed in Bengal, by 
order of Governor Vere/# and others, under the Denomination of 
Agents to William Bolts. Alfo Copies of the Proceedings of the 
Select Committee at Calcutta, and of the Eaf India Directors, in 
London, on the Subjeéts of the faid Imprifonments, and the 
Trade in Sujah al Dowlah’s Territories; with other relative Do- 
cuments 


Num. I. Copy of a letter from William Be/ts, at Calcutta, to Co- 
lonel Richard Smith, at I/ahabad; dated the 13th May 1767, 
Page 345 to 347 

Num. II. Tranflation, from the French, of a letter written by 
William Bolts, at Calcutta, to Mont. Gentil, at Fyzabad; dated 

the roth Fuze 1767 - : 347 to 348 
Num. III. Tranflation of an extract of a letter from Cogee Joban- 
nes Padre Rafael to William Bolts z. dated at Fyzabad, the 27th 


Tuly 1767, ` : s . 348 
Num. IV. Extrat of > fies: o. Mr. Robert Maddifon to Mr. 
Fereji; dated Pame. < « órin agd 1767; n 348 


Num. V. Extract of 2 iirc. -a the Prefident and Seleét Com- 
mittee at Cal «inet to Ci <? Richard Smith; dated the 17th 
November 17>, a . - 349 


Num. VI. Extra& of a tetmi irom Mr. Robert Maddifon to Mr. 
Vereliz dated Wahirtal, `` vember the 26th 1767, 349 to 351 


Num. VII. Copy of the proceedings of the Prefident and Council 
at Calcutta, on the roth December 1767, - 351 to 352 


Num. VIJI. Extract of a letter from the Prefident and Select 
Committee at Calcutta to Colonel Richard Smith; dated the 
22d December 1767, : ° - . 353 


Num. 
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Num. IX. Extraét ofa letter from Colonel Richard Snuth to the 
Prefident and Seleét Committee at Calcutta; dated the 3d Ja- 
nuary 1768, é ; ; P Page 353 to 354 


Num. X. Copy of a letter from Francis Hare, Efq; Second of 
the Council at Patna, to Governor Verelſt; dated the 18th Ja- 


nuary 1768, . ; . . 354 to 355 


Num. XI. Copy of an affidavit of Mr. Gabriel Jobannes, relative 
to the firft perfonal application of Colonel Richard Smith to 
the Nabob Sujah al Dow/lah, for the banifhment of Cogee To- 
hannes Padre Rafael from Fyzabad, ‘ 355 to 356 


Num. XII. Copy of the affidavit of Mr. Gregore Cojamaul, rela- 
tive to the perfonal application made in January 1768, by Co- 
lonel Richard Smith, to the Rajah Bu/wantfing, to banifh the 
{faid Cojamaul from his dominions, ‘ 356 to 357 


Num. XIII. Copy of the proceedings of a Sele& Committee, held 
at Calcutta the 27th of January 1768, at which Governor 
Verelfi aflured the Committee, he had never granted a per- 
wanah or duftuck for trade beyond the three provinces of Ben- 
gal, &c. and pretending, that he had made the Nabob Sujah 
al Dowlah quite independent with regard to the regulation of 


trade within his own dominions, . . 357 to 358 
Extract of a letter from Mr. Vere/f# to the Nabob Sujah al 
Dowlah ; dated the 9th March 1767, , ‘ 358 
Extract of a letter from Mr. rel? to the Nabob Sujah al 
Dowlah; written the roth Of.ober 1767, 358 to 359 
Extract of a letter to Colonel Smith ; dated Fort William, the 
27th January 1768, $ : . - E 359 


Num. XIV. Copy ofan affidavit of Fob Nicola, a Georgean mer- 
chant, relative to the applications made to the Nabob Sujah al 
Dowlab, for the expulfion of Cogee Rafael, and others, and the 
Nabob’s condué thereupon, ; ‘ 359 to 360 


Num. XV. Copy of a letter from Francis Hare, Efq; to Gover- 
nor Vereſſt; dated Paina, the 2d February 1768, 360 to 361 


[E 2] Num. 
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Num. AVI. Copy of a letter from eh 4 Verei, Eiq; Governor 


at Calcutta, to Bulwantfing, the Rajah of Bendras; dated the 
19th February 1768, : : Page 361 to 362 


Num. XVII. Abftraét of a letter from the King Shab Alum, at 
WWahabad, to Harry Verei, Big; received by him the 23d Fe- 
bruary 1768, ; ; ; 5 ‘ 362 


Num. XVIII. Extract from the proceedings of a Select Commet- 
tce, rclative to the pacific difpotitions of the Nabob Sxjuh af 
Dow/lah, and the hardthip of tuddenly expelling the gomaftahs 
from his dominions; and granting leave to Colonel Sirit”, 
Commander in Chicf under the Pretidency, to come down to 
Ca/cuttagy in order to prepare for Lurope; dated the 23d £r- 
bruary 1768, n . : i : 302 to 364 

Num. XIX. Copy of a [etter from Governor Fhory to 
Francis Hare, Big; at Patna; voprimandinpg him for trading 
in the Rajah Bukeunt/jng’s country, as contrary to the regula- 
tions of the Select Committee, and the orders of the Liaft In- 
dia Directors; and directing him to deliver the sf-vwensans over 
to Shetadrsy, to be fent down under a guard; dated Cutlcus tit, 
the 24th Frenay 1768, A r 3 e 364 


Num. AA- Copy of a letter “~~ n Erry Perel, E fq; to the 
Nabob Sujeb a! Dowhih; d -~i th: > th February 1768, 

304 to 366 

Aum: AAR Iextrackl r = "A > tf m Colonel Richard Sinsth to 


Harry Kerelft, Eig; ar it: : hele. L ful’ S near Patna, the oth 
March 1768, : j ; à 365 


Num. ANLI. Copy of 3 lere y om Hery Ferch, Elo; to the 
Nabob Sujab al Dirvi i a.eed the roth March 1768. 

365 to 366 

Num. XXIII Copy of a letter from Frarceis Pere, Ela; to Horay 

Vereifi, Eig; dated Parra, theri 2ath Mires 1768, 396 to 367 

Num. XXIV. Extract of a letter from Captain Gabriel Harper to 
Harry Vere, ig; dated Fysabnl, the r4th Arch 368. 

367 to 368 

Num. 
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Num. XXV. Tranflation, from the Bengal language, of an ex- 
tract of a letter from Ramfoncore to Willam Bolts ; dated 
Chowfah, the 17th March 1768, i Page 368 to 369 


Num. XXVI. Extraét of a Ictter from Captain Gabriel Harper to 
Harry Verelf, Efq; dated Fyzabad, the zoth March 1768, 369 


Num. XXVII. Abftrac&t of a tetter from the Rajah Bulwanting 
to Harry Verelfi, Eq; received the 22d March 1768, 369 


Num. XXVIII. Tranilation, from the Pervfian, of an original 
order, uncer the hand and {eal of Captain Gedbriel Harper, at 
Fyzabad, upon his feizing ot Coogee Johannes Padre Rafael, on 
the 27th March 1768, and fending him prifoner, under a 

vard of Eingli/h feapoys, to Colonel Sir Robert Barker at Ila- 
abad, . ; : s a 476 


Num. XXIX. Copy of a letter from Harry Vere, Efq; to the 
Rajah Bulwantfing ; dated the 27th March 1768, 370 


Num. XXX. Copy of a letter from Hurry Verelf, Efq; to the 
| Nabob Szjah al Dewlah; dated the 27th Murch 1768, 371i 


Num. XXXI. Extract ofa letter from Captain Gabriel Harper to 
Harry Verelf, Eiq; dated Fyzabad, the 29th March 1768, 371 


Num. XXXII. Capy of a letter from William Bolts to Harry 
Verelſt, Eiq; on the imprifonment of his Armenian agents ; 
dated Calcutta, the 30th March 1 768, ‘ 372 to 375 


Num. XXXII. Copy of a-letter from Harry Ferel, E1q; to IT'il- 
. lam Bolts; dated Calcutta, the 31ft March 1768: in which 
the Prefident affures him, he knows of no orders for imped- 
ing the bufinets of his gomaftahs in the dominions of Sujah al 
Dowlah and Bulwantfing, á ; 375 to 396 


Num. XXXIV. Copy of a letter from William Belts to Harry 
Verelfi, Eig; dated the 2d April 1768, : 376 to 377 


Num. XXXV. Copy of a letter from the Nabob Sujahb al Dow- 
lah to Harry Verelfi, Efq; received the 3d April 1768; acquaint- 
ing him, that he had complied with his directions — 


the Armenians Rafael and PMephan, k F 37 
Num- 
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Num. XXXVI. Copy -ofa letter from illiam Bolts to Harry 
Vereti, Elg; dated Calcutta, the 7th April 1768, 

Page 378 to 379 

Num. XXXVII. Copy of a letter from Harry Verelſt, Efq; to 

Wiliam Bolts; dated Fort William, or Calcutta, the oth April 

176%, . - - . 379 


Num. XXXVIII. Tranflation of a Perfian writing, under the hand 
and feal of William Bolts ; tranf{mitted, in Apru 1768, to Mr. 
Johannes Padre Rafael, > . 379 to 380 


Num. XXXIX. Extract of a letter from Harry Ferelf, Elo; to 
the Court of Faf India Dire&tors ; dated the roth pril 1768, 

380 

Num. XL. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Harry Verelfi, 
= Eiq; dated Ca/cutra, the 11th April 17638, 


i 381 
Num. XLI. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Mr. Fobn 
Knott, dated Calcutta, the 13th April 1768, š 381 


Num. XLII. From Mr. Jobn Knott to William Bolts, 232 


Num. XLIII. From illiam Bolts to Charles Ffloyer, Efq; Secre- 


tary to the Select Committee at Fort JF illiam, a 382 
Num. ALIV. From CFar. =: T jerer, E fg; ta LV illiam Bolts, 383 
Num. XLV. Copy sf ale >v ©oa Thomas Rumbold, Efa; Chief 

at Patna, to tho Priodi. - ond Sole Committee ; dated the 

r4th April 19762: whet. hne lts forth the ruin attendant 
upon the merchant. true was ftopped upon the rivers 

Dewah and Ceram. 1. confequence of Governor Veret s 

regulations, A r á š 383 to 384 


Num. XLVI. Copy of a letter from Harry Ferel, Ef{q; to the 
Rajah Bulwantfing ; dated the 14th April 1768, 334 to 385 


Num. XLVII. Abſtract of a letter from Harry Verelf, Efq; to 
the Rajah Bulwantfing ; dated the 14th April 1768, 385 


Num. 
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Num. XLVIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Charles 
Ffloyer, Efq; Secretary to the Selet Committee, with Mr. 
Secretary Fiffoyer’s anfwer; dated the 14th Apr: 1768, 


Page 385 
Num. XLIX. From Charles Ffloyer, Efq; Secretary to the Select 
Committee, to Villam Bolts, ‘ = 386 


Num. L. Copy of the proccedings of the Select Committee, held 
at Calcutta the 15th April 17683; wherein they afiert, by let- 
ter to M illiam Bolts, that they know of no orders for the con- 
finement of any of his gomaftahs, a 386 to 387 


Num. LI. Copy of a letter from the Rajah Shetabroy, nominal 
acting Nabob at Patna, to Harry Verelf, Efq; received the 
16th April 1768, - . : : 388 


Num. LII. Copy of a letter from William Belts to Harry Verelf, 
Eiq; dated the 16th -Zpril 1768, ‘ 388 to 389 


Num. LIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Mr. Secretary 
Simeon Droz; dated the 18th April 1768, 3 389 


Num. LIV. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Prefident 
Verelſt and the Council at Calcutta; dated the 18th April 1768, 

39° 

Num. LV. Abftraét of a letter from the Rajah Shetaéroy, at Pat- 
na, to Harry Verelſt, Efq; received the 19th April 1768, 391 


Num. LVI. Copy ofa letter from Francis Hare, Efq; to William 
Bolts; dated Patna, the 19th {pril 1768, > 391 


Num. LVII. Tranflation of a note from the Rajah Bulwantfing, 
inclofed for William Bolts, in a letter to the faid Rajah’s Am- 
baffador, Maharage Miffer, at Calcutta; dated the 24th April 


I 768, - - - - ò 392 


Num. LVIII. Copy of a letter from Harry Verelſt, Efq; to the 
Rajah Bulwantfing ; dated the 26th April 1768, à 392 


Num. LIX. Copy of a letter from Harry Verelfi, Efq; to the 
Nabob Sujah al Dowlah; dated the 26th April 1768, 393 


Um. 
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Num. LX. Extract from the proceedings of a Scle&t Committee 
held at Calcutta the 27th Apri] 1768; with a copy of their 
letter to T homas Rumbcid, Eiq; Chiet at Patna, Page 393 to 395 

Num. LXI. Copy ofa letter from Miam Bolts to the Prefident 


and Council at Ca/cutta; dated the 2d Mar 1768; as exhibited 
before a Cémmittee of the Llonourable Hoult of Commons, 


395 to 396 
Num. LXII. Abftraé& of a letter from Afabcemmed Reza Khawn 
to Harry Ferelf, Efq; received the 3d May 1768, 396 


Num. LXIII. Abftract of a letter from the Rajah Bulwantfing to 
Harry Verei, Eiq; received thie 3d May 1768, A 396 
Num. LXIV. Copy of a letter from Rajah Shetaércy, at Patna, 


=” 


to William Bolts; dated the gth May 1768, ‘ i 3907 


Num. LXV. Copy of a letter from Francis Sykes, Efq; Refident 
at the Duréar,: at Alurfoedabad, to the Pretident and Sele& 
Committee at Calcutta, dated the 13th May 1768; wherein 
he informs the Committee, that the trade carried on into 
Sujah al Dewlah’s dominions was beneficial to Bengal, by the 
returns being made in money, ` n 397 to 398 


Num. LXVI. Copy of a letter from Harry Verelf, Eig; to the 
Nabob Sujah al Dowlah; dated the 14th Maey 1768, 

398 to 399 

Num. LXVII. Cony of avketter from the Nabob Sujah al Dow- 
lab to Harry Ve. LGG weeived the 15th May 1768, 

399 to 401 

Num. LXVII. Trantlutien of 4::°-r Mafhallah’s mutchulcah, or 

penal obligation, as ‘ear by ©°..ptain Gabriel Harper to Mr. 
Verei, with the foregoing ietter of the 15th May 1768, 

401 to 402 

Num. LXIX. Copy of a petition to the Prefident and Council at 

Culcutta, as prefented to Mr. Vere/? by the relations of the im- 

prifoned Armenians, Cogee Gregore Cojamaul, and Cogee Melcomb 

Philip; dated Calcutta, the 15th May 1768, 402 to 403 


Num. 





C O N TREN T $ 


Num. LXX. Extract from the proceedings at a confultation, held 
at Calcutta on the 18th May 1768, ; Page 403 to 404 


Num. LXXI. Abftract of a letter from the Rajah Bulwanting to 
Harry Verelfi, Eiq; reecived the 27th May 1768, 405 


Num. LXXII. Extract of a letter from Francis Hare, Efq; at Patna, 
to William Bolts; dated the 28th. May 1768; expreffing his 
fears of communicating a letter which he had received from 
the Rajah Bulwantjing, ° > . 405 


Num. LXXIII. Abſtract of a letter from Harry Verelf, Efq; to 
the Rajah Bu/wantfing; dated the 29th May 1768, 405 


Num. LXXIV. Tranflation from the French, of a letter from 
Monf. Canonge te William Bolts at Calcutta, ‘ 406 


Num. LXXV. Copy of a letter from the Nabob Sujah al Dowlah 
to Harry Verelf, Eiq; received the 31ft May 1768, 406 to 407 


Num. LXXVI. Copy ofa letter from Harry Verelſt, Efq; to the 
Nabob Sujah al Dowlah; dated the 6th Fune 1768, 407 to 408 


Num. LXXVII. Copy ofa letter from Harry Verei, Efq; to the 
Rajah Bulwantfing ; dated the 6th June 1768, : 408 


Num. LXXVIII. Copy of an affidavit of — Gabriel Jobannes, 
relative to his application to Governor Verei, in June 1768, 
for the releafement of Jobannes PAdre Rafael, 408 to 409 


Num. LXXIX. Copy of a letter f.om the Nabob Sujab al Dowlah 
to Harry Verelſt, Eiq; received the 4th July 1768, 409 to 411 


Num. LXXX. Copy of a letter from W7//iam Bolts, dated the 
Sth July 1768, to Colonel Sir Robert Barker, thene command- 
ing the Brigade at Mahabad, > : ° ages 


Num. LXXXI. Copy of a letter from the Nabob Sujah al Dowlah 
to Harry Verelſt, Efq; received the 15th Fuly 1768, 412 


Num. LXXXII. Copy of a letter from Captain James Ducarell 
to William Belts; dated Bandras, the 26th Fuly 1 768,- «4f2 


[F] Nura. 
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Num. LXXXIII. Copy of a letter from Hurry Ferel, Efq; to 
the Nabob Sujzh al Dewlah; dated the 27th Fu/) 1768, 
Page 413 
Num. LXXXIV. Copy of a letter from /////iam Bolts to the Pre- 
fident and Council of Calcutta on the imprifonment of his 
agents, and the Prefident’s difgracing the Rajah Be/eewntjing’s 
Ambaflador, and turning him out of Calcutta, on a mere fup- 
pofition of his having” furnifhed J//’i//iam Boa/ts with intclli- 


gence; dated the 27th Yuly 1768, : 413 to 416 
Num. LXXXV. Copy of a letter from Rajah Shetabroy to IF illiam 
Bolts; dated Paina, the 31ft July 1768, s 416 


Num. LXXXVI. Copy of a letter from Harry Feret, Efq; to 
the Rajah Bu/wantfing ; dated the 12th Auguft 17638, 417 


Num. LXXXVII. Copy of a letter from the Rajah Shetabroy, at 
Patna, to Harry Verelſt, Eiq; received the 22d Auguft 1768, 
418 


Num. LXXXVIII. Copy ofa letter from Thomas Rumbold, Efq; 
Chief at Patna, to the Prefident and Seleét Committee ; dated 
the 23d September 17683 with a letter inclofed, relatiye to 
the difturbances occafioned by the military guards ftationed by 
Mr. Verej? to ftop the trade on the river Deweuwh, 418 to 419 


Num. LXXXIX. Copy of a petition prefented by Mr. Gregsre 
Cojamaul and Mr. Foha nes Padre Rafael, in Londen, to the 
Court of Faf India Directors ; dated the 12th September 1769 ; 
as exhibited before a Comittee ef the Honourable Houfe of 
Commons, ‘ ‘ Ci G . 419 to 421 


Num. XC. Extract of a letter from Cegvre Gabriel Fehannes, an 
Armenian merchant at Calcutta, dated the 2d Deceniber 156 

ai — ps 

to Jobannes Padre Rafael in London; giving an account of 

what happened to the Armentian merchant // ufean Effephan on 

his returning to his habitation and property at Bandiras, 422 


Num. XCI. Copy of the g8th paragraph of a letter from the 
Court of haf? India Directors to their Prefident and Council in 
Bengal; dated London, the 23d March 1770, 422 to 423 


Nun. 





co N T BÈNT s. 


Num. XCII. Copy ofthe 23d and 24th paragraphs of the gene- 
ral letter from the Prefident and Council in Bengal to the 
Court of Eaf India Directors; dated the 2d April 19713 in 
juftification of the imprifonment of the four Armenian mer- 
chants, Gregore Cojamaul, Johannes Padre Rafael, Vuſcan Efte- 
phan, and Melcomb Philip, à ‘ Page 423 to 424 


Num. XCIII. Copy of the 33d and 34th paragraphs of a letter 

from the Court of Eaf rt Directors to their Prefident and 
Council in Bengal ; dated London, the-1roth April 1771; rela- 
tive to the trading into the dominions of the Nabob, Sujah al 


Dow/lah, ‘ š Š A 424 to 425 


Num. XCIV. Copy ofa petition prefented by Mr. Gregore Coja- 
maul, onthe 28th February 1772, to the Honourable the Com- 
mons of Great Britain, in parliament aflembled; which was 
examined into and fully proved before the Seleét Committee, 

425 to 426 


Num. XCV. Copy ofa letter from Mr. Gregore Cojamaul to the 
Honourable Eaf# India Direétors ; dated London, the 29th Fe- 
bruary 1772, : è : : 426 to 427 


Num. XCVI. Copy of a letter from Mr. Secretary Michell, with 
the proceedings of the Court of Eaf# India Directors, on the 
rith March 1772, in aniwer to Mr. Gregore Cojamaul’s letter 
of the 29th February 1772, ‘ . 427 to 428 


Num. XCVII. Copy of the affidavit of Jobn Skirrow, gentle- 
man, made on the 2oth Mav +773, in a caufe in the Court of 
Common Pleas, between M uftan Ffephan, Eq; plaintiff, and 
Harry Verelſt and Richard Smith, Eiquires, defendants, 429 


Num. XCVIH. Copy of the affidavit of Richard Smith, Efq; made 
on the z2oth Mav 1773, in the Court of Common Pleas; in a 
caufe between /Vwuf/car Efepban, Eig; plaintiff, and Harry Ve- 
ref? and Richard Smith, Eiquires, defendants, 429 to 430 


Num. XCIX. Copy of the affidavit of Harry Verch, Eig; in the 
Court of Exchequer, made-on the 25th June 1773, upon a 
Bill filed by him in that Court apainft Waufean Elephan, Eig; 
praying an injunction to itop the proceedings in an aétion 
Ce 2] brought 





Cc O N F-E WM T 8: 


brought againft him in the Common Pleas by Efephan, to which 
he had pleaded the general ifue, not guilty, becaufe he could not 
make ‘* a full and proper defence’ on the trial of the faid action 
without the teftimony of witneffes in India, Page 430 to 431 


Num. C. Copy of a writ of injunction, iffued by the Court of Ex- 
chequer, to ftay proceedings in the action brought in the Com- 
mon Pleas by Wufcan Eftephan, Efq; againft Harry Verei and 
Richard Smith, Etquires; dated the 8th July 1773, 431 to 432 


Num. CI. Copy of an order of the Court of Exchequer, fer the 
examination of witneffes in India, in the caufes between Harry 
Vereifi, Eiq; and Gregore Cojamaul and Johannes Padre Rafael; 
dated the 13th July 1773, . : 43% tO 433 





Limit & Rk E. 


ConNTAINING Copies of public Letters, Memorials, and Protetts, 
relative to the Trade carried on and the Perfecutions fuffered by 
William Bolts, in Bengal; and of the official Proceedings of the 
ruling Servants of the Company, in their Capacities of Prefident 
and Council, Select Committees, or Juftices of Ca/cutta; from 
the gth of February 1767, until they arbitrarily deprived him of 
his Office of a Judge in the Mayor’s Court in September 1768, 
and forcibly fent him a Prifoner to Exg/and: together with Ex- 
tracts of Letters which paffed.to and from the Ea? India Directors 
on the fame Subjects. 

Num. I. Copy of a letter from illiam Bolts to the Prefident and 

Council; dated Calcutta, the 9th February 1767, Page 434 to 436 


Num. II. Extraét from the proceedings of the Seleét Committee, 
held at Calcutta on the 3d°*March 1767, . . 436 


Num. III. Extract from the proceedings of the Seleét Committee, 
held at Calcutta on the roth March 1767, . 437 


Num. IV. Extract from the proceedings of the Seleét Committee, 
held at Calcutta on the 24th March 1767, ° 438 


Num. 





C O N IT E N T 8: 


Num. V. Copy of a letter from Mefirs. Playdell, Middleton, and 
Bolts, to the Prefident and Council at Calcutta > dated the 27th 
March 1767, š - e : Page 439 


Num. VI. Copy of a letter from Mr. Simeon Droz, Secretary to 
the Prefident and Council, to William Bolts; dated the 14th 


April 1767, > . - . ° 439 


Num. VII. Copy of a letter from Mr. Simeon Droz, Secretary to 
the Prefident and Council at Calcutta, to William Bolts; dated 
tite 15th April 1767, z : i . 440 


Num. VIII. Copy ofa letter from Wiliam Bolts to the Prefident 
and Council at Calcutta; dated the 15th April 1767, 440 to 44I 


Num. IX. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Mr. Secretary 
Droz; dated the 16th April 1767, A 441 to 442 


Num. X. Copy of a letter from Mr. Secretary Droz to William 
Bolts; dated the 27th April 1767, ; k 442 


Num. XI. Copy ofa letter from William Bolts to Mr. Secretary 
Droz; dated the 27th April 1767, z A 443 


Num. XII. Copy ofa letter from illiam Bolts to the Prefident 
and Council at Ca/cutta ; dated the 29th Auguf 1 757, 443 to 445 


Num. XIII. Extract of a letter from Mt. Thomas Kelfall, Chief óf 


the Engli/fh fa&tory at Dacca, to the Prefident Harry Ferelf,, 
Eiq; dated the 18th September 1767, . : 445 


Num. XIV. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Mayor 
and Aldermen of Ca/cutta; dated the 8th October T707; 


446 to 447 


Num. XV. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Prefident 
and Council at Calcutta; dated the gth Ogtober 1767, 


447 to 449 
Num. XVI. Extraé& from the proceedings of the Seleé&t Commit- 
tee at Calcutta, on the 13th Oéfober 1767, ° 449. 


Num. 





C O N T EIKT S 


Num. XVII. Copy of a memorial from William Bolts to the 
Court of Eaf India Directors; dated Calcutta, the 12th O€fo- 
ber 1767, . . . Page 450 to.473 


Num. XVIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Prefi- 
dent and Council at Calcutta ; dated the 18th Oéfober 1767, 


| 473 to 474 

Num. XIX. Copy of a letter from Milliam Bolts to Richard 
Becher and ‘fames Alexander, Efquires, at Calcutta; dated the 
18th Odfober 1767, > . à 474 t 475 


Num. XX. Extracts from the proceedings of the Prefident and 
Council, at a confultation held at Calcutta, on the 5th Novem- 


ber 1.767, x | : . . 475 to 479 


Num. XXI. Copy of a letter from W7//iam Balts to Mr. Secretary 
Droz; dated Calcutta, the 21f{t November 1767, 479 to 480 


Num. XXII. Extract ofa general letter to the Court of Direétors, 
from the Prefident and Council at Benga/, per íhip Norfolk ; 
dated Calcutta, the 10th December 1767, ‘ 480 to 482 


Num. XXIII. Extracts from the proceedings of the Prefiderrt and 
Council at Calcutta on the 4th May 1768; containing Colonel 
Smith’s minute, and the further refolution of the Board for 
leading /iilliam Bolts a prifoner to Europe, s 482 to 483 


Num. XXIV. Copy of the informatian of illiam Belts, prefented 
to the Grand Jury in Calcutta on the 27th May 1768, 

Goh & 433 to 485 

Num. XXV. Copy of the proceedings of the Bench of Juftices, 

at a Quarter Seflions of Qyer and Terminer, held at Calcutta 

on the 27th Muy 1768, with the proteft of the Grand Jury, 

à 485 to 488 

Num. XXVI. Extra& from the proceedings of the Prefident and 

Council at Calcutta dated the 30th Atay 17683; relativé to 

Mr. Edward Fenwick, i ' ‘ 488 to 489 


Nom. XXVII. Copy of a Ictter from Mr. Secretary Droz to Mr. 
Edward Fenwick; datcd Calcutta, the 30th May 1768, 489 


N um. 





C ON T = N T S 


Num. XXVIII. Copy of a proteft, on behalf of William Bolts, 
againſt the Prefident and Council at Calcutta, in Benza/; ferved 
on them aflembled in Council, and recorded on their conful- 
tations of the 15th Auguft 1768, : Page 490 to 494 


Num. XXIX. Extract from the proceedings of Prefident Vere/? 
and the Council at Calcutta, on the 26th Augufti 1768, 


494 to 495 


Num. XXX. Copy of the proceedings of the Council at Calcutta, 
on the sth September 1768, upon a charge of Governor Vere! 
againit William Bolts, for not having perionally figned the co- 
venants reftricting the receipt of prefents, with their fentence, 
in confequence thercof, removing him from his office of Al- 
derman in the Mayor’s Court of Calcutta, ‘ 494 to 503 


Num. XXXI. Copy of the proceedings of the Mayor’s Court at 
Calcutta, on the oth September 1768, on a complaint from 
William Bolts of the mifconduét of their Regifter, Yohn Holme, 

504 to 505 

Num. XXXII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts addrefled to 
the Prefident and Council at Calcutta, to be tranf{mitted to the 
Court of Directors ; dated the 5th September 1768 3; with copies 
of three affidavits.annexed, dated the 6th and oth September 
1768, R 5 R . . 505 to 519 


Num. XXXIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the 
Prefident and Council at Calcutta; dated the 12th September 
1768, i s : š = p26 to 62% 


Num. XXXIV. Copy ofa letter from William Bolts to the Court 
of Faf? India Dire€tors; dated at Calcutta, the 12th September 
1768, 2 2 ° . 521 to §22 


Num. XXXV. Copy of the proceedimps of the Mayor’s Court at 
Calcutta, on the 13th September 1768, upon the removal of 
William Bolts from his feat in that Court, 522 to 524 


Num. XXXVI. Extraéts from the proceedings of Prefident Vere//? 
and the Council at Calcutta, on the 13th ot September 1768 ; 


containing their further refolution to fend iliam Bolts a pri- 
foucr 
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foner to England, on board the Valentine, Captain Purvis, and 

their agreement to indemnify the Captain, upon the doubts 
fuggefted by him of the legality of the faid meafure, 

Page 524 to 525 

Num. XXXVII. Extraéts of a letter from Prefident fede and 

the Select Committee of Calcutta to the Court of Eaf India Di- 

rectors, by the fhip Valentine ; dated the 13th September 1768 ; 
containing the moft virulent afperfions on /F illiam Bolts, 

525 to 528 

Num. XXX VIII. Copy of a paper affixed to the door of the 

Council-houfe, and other public places ufed for advertifements 

at Calcutta, on the——September 1768, . . 528 


Num. XXXIX. Copy of a letter from M illiam Bolts to Prefident 
— and the Members of the Committee of Trade in falt, 
beetlenut, and tobacco, relative to his fhare of outftanding 
balances under that Society ; dated the 14th September 1768, 

529 

Num. XL. Extract from the proceedings of Prefident Ferel and 
the Council of Calcutta, at a confultation held on the 19th 
September 1768; wherein they agree to {fatisfy Captain Purvis 
by a bond of indemnification, . . 529 to 530 


Num. XLI. Copy of a bond of indemnity; “under the Company’s 
feal, given by the Prefident and Council of Calcutta, in the 
fum of fifty thoufand, pounds fterling, to Captain Charles Pur- 
wis, for bringing William Bolts a prifoner to England, 

) 531 to 532 

Num. XLII. Copy ofan order from the Prefident and Council at 
Calcutta, by hei Secretary, Mr. Edward Baber, to William 
Bolts; directing him to repair on board the fhip Valentine, then 
under difpatch, zg . . 532 to 533 


Num. XLIII. Copy of an ‘order from the Prefident and Council 
at Calcutta, to Robert Coxe, a military Captain; directing im 
to {eize William Bolts, and carry him on board the fhip Valen- 
tine; dated the 19th September 1768, ° e 533 


Num. 





=C O N T EÈ N T S: 


Num. XLIV. Copy of an order from the Prefident and Council 
to Captain Charles Purvis, directing him to receive 4’7//iam 
Bolts on board his fhip, the Valentine, and carry him to Eng- 
land; dated the roth September 1768, - Page 534 


Num. XLV. Extract of an order from the Prefident and Council 
at Calcutta, by their Secretary Mr. Edward Baber, to the Pilot 
of the fhip Valentine ; dated Calcutta, the 19th September 1768, 


53 


Num. XLVI. Extract from the poft{cript added to the general 
letter, from the Prefident and Council of Calcutta, to the 
Court of Eaff India Direétors, by the fhip Valentine; dated the 
21{t September 1768, s s ` ‘ 535 


Num. XLVII. Extraét from an additional letter, by the Valentine, 
from the Prefident and Council at Calcutta to the Court of 
Eaft India Directors ; dated the 24th September 1768, 536 


Num. XLVIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Captain 
Charles Purvis; dated Ingellee Road, the 30th September 1768, 

53° to $37 

Num. XLIX. Extract from a paper called the plea and anfwer of 

obn Cartier, Second, and Mefirs. Colonel Richard Smith, 

chard Becher, Claud Ruffell, and Charles Ffloyer, Council at 

Fort William, in Bengal, to the appeal of William Bolts to his 

Majefty in Council; dated December.1 768; as the fame was 

tran{mitted to the Court of Directors per fhip Shrew/bury, in 

order to be laid before his Majefty, . 537 to 539 


Num. L. Copy of a letter from the Company’s Solicitor, Tbomas 
Nuthall, Efg; to the writer’s Solicitor, Jobn Irving, Efq; of 
the Middle Temple; dated the 16th March 1760, a 54° 


Num. LI. Extract from a general letter, written by tle Court of 
faft India Dire&tors, to their Prefident and Council at Benga! ; 
dated the 17th March 1769; 7 g- 540, 541 


Num. LII. Copy ofa proteft, made by the attornies of illiam 
Bolts, againſt the Governor and Council at Calcutta, on the 2otlr 
January 1770, for refufing their afliftance in the recovery of his 

[G] outftanding 
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outftanding property; attefted by Soha Levett, Efq; Mayor, and 
Mr. Joban May, Regifter and Notary Public, Page 541 to 553 


Num. LIII. Evxtraéts of a letter from the Court of Eafe India Di- 
rectors to their Prefident and Council at Fort Hilliam in Bengal ; 
dated Londen, 23d March 1770, : . 553 to 558 


Num. LIV. Copy of a letter from Mefirs. Peter Reed and Fofeph 
Catar, Attornjes to William Bolts; addrefled to the Prefident 
and Council of Calcutta, repeating their requeft for affiftance in 
the recovery of his outftanding concerns; dated the 7th No- 
vember 1770, — a0 . : 558 to 559 


Num. LV. Copy of a letter from Mr. Secretary Vynne, by order 
of the Prefident and Council, to Mefirs. Peter Heed and Fofeph 
Cator, Attornies to William Bolts, repeating their refufal of af- 
fiftance in the recovery of his out{tanding concerns; dated Ca/- 
cuita, the 29th November 1770, - ° 559 


Num. LVI. Extract of a general letter from the Prefident and 
Council of Benga/ to the Court of Eafl India Dire€tors; dated 
Calcutta, the 2d April 1771, r ; a 560 


Num. LVII. Extract from the general letter, written by the Court 
of Eaft India Directors, to their Prefident and Council at Bengal ; 
dated the 25th March 1772, è - a 560 





GLET TTER G. 


CONTAINING Proofs of the Perfecutions fuffered in the Years 1768, 
1769, Sc. by Mr. George Sparks, Attorney at Law for William 
Belts, in the Mayor’s Court of Calcutta, in Bengal. 


Num. I. Copy of a letter from Harry Verej?, Efq; Governor of 
Bengal, to the Honourable the Mayor’s Court of Calc-.tra;: 
complaining of the Attorney, Mr. George Sparks, and recom- 
mending him to be punifhed ; dated the 8th Noveméber 1768, 

Page 561 to 562 


Num. 





C ONTEN T 5 
Num. II. Copy of Mr. George Sparks’s letter of the roth February 


1769, in anfwer to Governor Vere//’s letter of complaint to the 
Mayor's Court of Calcutta; dated the 3th November 1768, 

Page 563 to 563 

Num. III. Extract of a letter to William Bolts, from Mr. George 

Sparks, his Attorney at Law; dated Calcutta the 23d November 

1768, ` ; - . ; 568 to 569 


Num. IV. Extract of a letter to William Bolts, from Mr. George 
Sparks, his Attorney at Law ; dated Calcutta, the 15th February 


1769; - . : . 56y to 571 


Num. V. Copy of the proceedings of the Mayor’s Court of Ca/- 
cutta, upon the complaint of Governor Vere// againit the Attor- 
ney at Law, Mr. George-Sparks; with Mr. Sparks’s anfwer of 
the 31ft March 1769, attefted under the feal of the Court, by 
David Killican, Eig; Mayor, and Mr. Jobn Holme, Regitter, 
as the fame was tran{mitted to the Court of Eafi India Direétors, 

57r to 573 

Num. VI. Extract of a letter to William Bolts from Mr. George 

Sparks; dated at Chittigong, the 2d Fanuary 1771, 574 to 575 


Num. VII. Extrat ofa letter from Mr. George Sparks to William 


Bolts; dated in the Woods of Sundree Bund, the 20th February 
1773> - . . - 575 to 576 


—— — — — — — ——— 


wes © FE RK H: 


CoN TAINING Copies of Letters which paffled between illam Bolts 
and his Creditors, on the one Part, and the Court of Eaf? India 
Directors and their Secretary, Peter Michell, Efq; on the other 
Part; from May 1769 to May 1773. 


Nem. I. Copy ofa letter from William Bolts to the Court of Eaf 
India Dire&tors ; dated London, the 26th May 1769, 577 to 578 


Num. Il. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; Secretary to 
KRE India Company, to William Bolts; dated the 30th fay 
1769, ‘ : : : E 578 


[G2] Num. 
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Num. Ill. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Eaf Indra 
Directors ï dated the 6th December 1769, ‘ Page 579 


Num. IV. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Peter Michell, 
Eiq; dated the 22d December 1769, . e 530 


Num. V. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; to William 
Bolts; dated the 30th December 1769, : . 530 


Num. VI. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to Peter Michell, 
Eiq; dated the 31{t December 1769, - 58ato 581 


Num. VII. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; to William 
Bolts; dated the 2d January 1 7 7°; with extracts of the Com- 
pany’s general letters to Bengal, -relative to a demand of Bolakžy- 


dafs, i : >. é : 581 to 582 
Num. VIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Eaft India 
Directors; dated the 11th Fanuary 1770, ‘ 583 to 584 
Num. IX. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efa; to William 
Bolts; dated the 3d February 1770, . 584 to 585 
Num. X. Copy ofa letter from Milliam Bolts to the Court of Eafi 
India Directors ; dated the 6th February 1770, 585 to 586 
Num.. XI. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efa; to William 
Bolts; dated the 7th-February 1770, > ° 586 


Num. XII. Copy ofa letter from the creditors of William Bolts to 
the Court of Eaf India Wiregtots; dated the 14th February 
1770, ` : = . . . 587 


Num. XIII. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Ef{q; to William 
Bolts ;, dated the 28th June 1770, : 587 to 588 


Num. XIV. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Cour of 


Faft india Directors; dated the 5th Yuly 1770, 588 to 589 
Num. XV. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; to William 
Bolts 3 dated the 13th Yuly 1 770, : ‘ 589 


Num. 





C O N T EÈ N T .s. 
Num. XVI. Copy of a letter from illiam Bolts to the Court of 
Eafi India Directors ; dated the oth Auguſt 1770, Page 58g to sgt 


Num. XVII. Copy of a card from Peter Michell, Efq; to /¥t/liam 
Bolts; dated the 3oth Auguft 1 770s p ‘ 59! 


Num. XVIII. Copy of another card from Pete’ Michell, Eſq; to 
William Bolts ; dated the 30th dugufi 1770, à 592 


Num. XIX. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Court of 
Eafit India Dire&tors; dated the 16th May 1771, ‘ 592 


Num. XX. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, E{q; to F illam 
Bolts; dated the 24th May 1771, ; 593 to 594 


Num. XXI. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Court of 
Eaſt India DireStors; dated the 27th May 1771, 594 to 596 


Num. XXII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts, in cuftody of 
the Sheriffs Officers, to the Court of aft India Directors ; dated 
the 6th June 1771, . : ; 596 to 597 


Num. XXIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Court of 
Fafi India Directors ; dated the 16th Auguſt 1771, 597 to 598 


Num. XXIV. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Eiq; to William 
Bolts; dated the 27th Auguf? 1771, à a 598 


Num. XXV. Copy ofa letter from Wiliam Bolts to the Court of 
Eafi India Dire&tors; dated the 27th dugufi 1771, 598 to 599 


Num. XXVI. Copy ofa letter from Peter Michell, E fq; to William 
Bolts; dated the 28th duguf 1771, a 599 to 600 


Num. XXVII. Copy ofa letter from Peter Michell, Eig; to illiam 
Bolts; dated the 31ft Auguf 1771, . . 600 


Num. XXVIII. Copy of a letter from William Bolts to the Court 
of Eaft India Directors; dated the 31{t Ogtober 1771, 600to 601 


Num. XXIX. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; to William 
Bolts; dated the 6th November 1771, : . 601 


N um. 
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Num. XXX. Copy ofa letter from the creditors of ////liam Bohs 
to the Court of Eaf India Directors; dated the 24th March 1773, 
Page 602 to 606 

Num. XXXI. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; to Francis 
Douglas, Anfelm Beaumont, Giles Stibbert, Efquires, and the reft 

of the creditéss of Mr. Villiam Bolts; dated the 6th April 1773, 

606 to 607 

Num. XXXII. Copy of a letter from the creditors of William Bolts 


to the Court of Directors of the Eaff India Company; dated the 
23d April 1773, - - . 607 to 609 


Num. XXXIII. Copy of a letter from Peter Michell, Efq; to the 
creditors of Wi/liam Bolts; dated the 1 3th May 1773, 610to 612 





LETTER I 
CONTAINING Copies of Judicial Proceedings ; alfo Opinions of the 
Learned in the Law on the Cafe of William Bolts. 


Num. I. Copy of the proceedings of the late Mayor’s Court of 
Calcutta, on the 11th Odgfober 1768, : . 613 


Num. If. Copy of the proceedings of the late Mayor’s Court of 
Calcutta, on the 14thrOctober 1768, ‘ : 614 


Num. III. Copy of the proceedings of the late Mayor’s Court of 
Calcutta, on the 26th Fanuary 1770, ‘ 614 to 616 


Num. IV. Copy of the opinion of Mr. Serjeant Gyna upon the 
cafe of iliam Bolts; dated London, the 23d May 1769, 616 


Nume. V. Copy of the opinion of Jobn Dunning, Efq; upon the 
cafe of Filiam Bolts; dated the 21 June 1769, - B17 


Num. VI. Copy of the opinion of Alexander Ti vdderburn, E{q; 
upon the cate of William Bolts; dated the 13th July 1769, 
617 to 619 


Num, 
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Num. VII. Copies of qucries upon the general cafe of /f7/l1m 
Bolts, laid before Alevander Wedderburn, Jobn Dunning, Fohnr 
Glynn, and Jobn Lee, Efquires; with their refpective anfwers 
thereto, . > ° : Page 619 to G22 


Num. VIII. Copy of the joint opinions of Wi//iam De Grey, Efa; 
now Lord Chief Juftice of the Court of Common Pleas, the 
late Right Honourable Charles Yorke, afterwards appointed Lord 
High Chancellor of England, and Charles Sayer, Eig; the Eaf 
Indra Company’s Standing Council, on the cafe of William 
Bolts ; dated the gth Auguſt 1769, . 622 to 624 


Num. IX. Copy of the reafons given by Jobn Dunning, Alexander 
Wedderburn, and Jobn Glynn, Efquires, in behalf of William 
Bolts, upon. the hearing of his appeal before his Majcfty in 
Council in June 1770, againft the judgment of the Peefident 
and Council of Bengal, for removing the appellant from his 
office of one of the Judges of the Mayor’s Court at Calcutta, 

625 to 626 


Num. X. Copy of his Majefty’s moft gracious judgment, at a 
Court held at St. Fames’s the 15th Yune 1770; reftoring William 
Bolts to his office of Alderman, or one of the Judges of the 
Mayor’s Court of Ca/cutta, in Bengal, j 626 to 627 


Num. XI. Copy of.the humble Petition of Wiliam Bolts to the 
King’s Moft Excellent Majefty in Council; dated the 21ft 


July 1770. : ° à 627 to 629 


Num. XII. Copy of the proceedings of the Mayor’s Court of Ca/- 
cutta, on the 22d March and 3d April 1771, upon the reftora- 
tion of William Bolts to his feat as one of the Aldermen or Judges 
of that Court; under the Atteftations of Mr. William Magee; 
Regifter, . . > . 630 to 632- 


Num. XIII. Copy of the report made by his Majefty’s Attorney 
and Solicitor General, on the petition of Willam Bolts; dated 
the 16th May 1771, e ° . . 633 





CHAP L 
INTRODUCTORY MATTER: 


WITH A REFUTATION 
O F 


Mn vit EE EGS Tre Frit CaasarGE of GUILT 
on the WRITE R. 


À NÑ — the book intitled Confiderations on India Affairs 
was firft fubmitted to'the public, the writer did intend 
to have inferted his own cafe therein, as he could not 

furnith any inftances of more unjuftifiable, arbitrary, and oppreffive 
conduét in the {fuperior fervants of the Eaff India Company, than 
what he had himfelf experienced, and could fully prove. But hav- 
ing at that time, though much again{ft his inclination, feveral 
actions and fuits at law depending, againft the Company and 
their late Bengal-fervants, he carefully avoided the infertion of 
any matter relating to himfelf; confining his reprefentations, as 
much as his fa¢éts would admit, to general objeéts, in which the 
public were moft concerned. Several cogent reafons however, at 
this time, combine to render that caution unneceffary. 

Firff, Becaufe Mr. Harry Verelſt, late Governor of Bengal, and 
principal defendant in the writer’s -fuits, hath fince caufed a book 
to be publifhed, with his name * prefixed to it, in which it evi- 
dently appears to have been his chief view, to invalidate the ftrong 
charges and true informations contained in Conftderations on India 
Affairs; by heaping groundlefs accufations, with illiberak invectives, 
on their author: for to that one purpofe have Mr. Vere/f’s writers 
actually appropriated the firft forty-two pages of their work. 

Secondly, Becaufe, in confequence of the oppreffive proceedings of 
Mr. Vere/f?, and the other fuperior fervants of the Eaf India Com- 


* F View of the rife, progrefs, and prefent ftate of the Engli/b goveramént im 
Bengal, 
A pany, 
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pany, the writer hath been reduced from affluence to bankruptcy 5 
while moft of his creditors, both in Afa and Europe, have little 
knowledge of the means whereby-that ruin has been effected, in 
which they are eventually become the innocent fufferers ; and much 
lefs of the inefficacy, in the writer’s cafe, of rhe laws under which 
alone they and he can expect ample juftice. 

Thirdly, Becaufe the ruin of any other refident under the pro- 
tection of the Brith flag in Afia, may yet be effected by the fame 
means, to the great injury of his Majefty’s Aſcatie and European 
fubjects ; againft which evils the laws at prefent exifting sted no 
adequate fecurity. 

Fourthly, Becaufe, if the truth and efficacy of Confiderations, &c. 
are to depend upon the veracity of the author, and that is to be 
decided on from pretended authorities in Mr. Ferels book, it is to 
be feared, that when the ruling powers of the ftate may be fram- 
ing their ultimate refolutions concerning the government of the fub- 
ordinate kingdoms in Jandia, the minds of too many, who aét for 
the community, may be influenced to doubt of Mie moſt impor- 
tant truths, from having been infidioufly prejudiced againft the 
man who pronounced them. 

As this publication is, therefore, become an aét of neceffity with 
regard to himfelf, of juftice towards his creditors, and of abfolute 
duty refpecting the public, the writer flatters himfelf that every 
candid reader will admit the propriety of the infertion of fuch parts 
of it as relate to his own cafe. 

It is. fortunate for the caufe°of truth, that the inquiries of the 
Select and Secret Committees of the Honourable Houte of Com- 
mons, on India affairs, in the years 1772 and 1773, have already 
laid open and proved fo much before the public, that it will re- 
quire little trouble to eftablifh all the fa&ts produced in the writer’s 
Coriiderations, &c. beyond the power of cavil or muifreprefentation 
to invalidate. In his prefent publication, therefore, the writer will 
pafs over no part of the mifcondud afcribed to him, nor conceal 
the leat carcumftance, within his knowledge, that can in any 
degree contribute to the juftification of his adverfaries. To every 
charfe again{t himfelf he will give greater force than even shey ean 
expect ; and rely, for his own vindication, on the plain evidence 
of fuch truths as fhall appear incontrovertible. 

But it may be neceffary here to premite, that the oppreffions of 
which -the writer has moft reafon to complain, and in which Mr. 
Verefi acted as principal perfecutor, happened in the years — 

an 
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and 1768, though in {earch of pretences for accufation, that gen- 
tleman has had recourfe to incidents which occurred under another 
government, in the year 1762; and by artfully mifreprefenting, 
interweaving, and confounding diftinét and diftant tranfactions, has 
fought to apologize for, or vindicate, the opprefiions which fix 
years afterwards were fuffered from his own arbitrary acts. 

In order, therefore, to enable the reader to judge rightly of the 
whole of his merits or demerits, while dependent on the Englyn 
Eajè India Company, the writer is under the neceflity of recurring 
back to the firt commencement of his connexions with them. And 
though the ftruggles he has been engaged in, firft with the Gover- 
nor and Council in Benmga/, and afterwards with the Eaf India Di- 
rectors in London, may, at firft fipht, appear mere matters of private 
Or party-contention, between him and the ruling fervants of the 
Company ; yet, upon the whole, it will be found, that the future 
fafety and welfare of every fubjeé&t, who now is, or hereafter may 
become an inhabitant of Afa, under the fanétion of the Britis laws, 
are deeply involved in his caufe, and muft be greatly affected 
by its iflue. 

The plunder which the fuperior fervants of the Company acqui- 
red in the year 1757, upon making their firt Nabob, Meer Ma- 
hommed Fatier Ally Khawn, after the expulfion and murder of the 
Nabob Serajah al Dowlah, not only fuddenly enabled many of them 
to return to England with princely fortunes, but introduced among 
them a fpirit fo impatient of * controul, as did at laft induce the 
Court of Directors to difmifs feveral of thofe remaining, from the 
fervice. "The unexpected refignations of.the fuperior fervants, the 
fudden change in the fituation of the Company, from a fimple 
commercial, to a political and military community, and the rapid 
fucceifions which the vacancies fo occafioned brought on, whereby 
young and unexperienced men were fuddenly advanced to the 
higheft and moft important offices, influenced the Court of Eaft 
India Directors, in the year 1759, to depart from the regular ufage 
eftablifhed in their fervice, of recruiting the number of their civil 
fervants from youths at the ages of iixteen, in the Capacity of 
writers, to rife by regular fucceffion. 


* See a letter from Colonel Robert Clive and others, of the 29th December 19759 ; 
which occafioned the difmiffion of the fub{cribers, whom the Directors thereupon or- 
dered to be fent to England by the firft fhips. Journals of the Houfe of Commons, 
vol. XXXIII. page 902. | 

A 2 No 
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No plea, however, lefs forcible than that of abfolute nec¢eflity, 
could be juftly urged in excufe for fuch a deviation from the efta- 
bhihed cuftom ; as many evils, fince experienced, have refulted to 
the Company from the partial abufes that followed the introduction 
of fuperfeffions ; when their fervants could find no fecurity in their 
{tations, from long and meritorious fervices. But, without com- 
menting on the propriety of the appointments fo made at that 
period, the reader is to be informed, that in the year 1759, Fil- 
liam Bolts petitioned the Company, in the ufual mode, to be admit- 
ted into their fervice: on which, the Court of Dire&tors were 
pleafed to appoint him a factor, with nine other gentlemen, on the 
Bengal-eftablifhment. The motives afligned, by the Direétors, for 
making of thofe ‘extraordinary appointments, will be teen in the 
following extract from their gencral letter to Beyga/, dated Lon- 
don, the 23d November 1759, paragraph the XIL. 

‘< Obferving that fo many gentlemen of fuperior ftations on your 
eftablifhment have refigned our fervice, and that others are pre- 
paring to leave it, we have thought it expedient to engage 
fome perfons, well experienced in butinefs, in fome meature to 
fupply that defeét ; and have accordingly appointed them factors, 
to be ranked, under our Prefidency at Fort William, in the fol- 


Ci 
éé 
cE 
ec 
46¢ 


** lowing order, wz. 
JOHN REED, JOSEPH JEKYLL, 
PETER DOWNES, JOHN WOOD, 
JA. LYON, HENRY HALL, 
WALTER STEVENS, WILLIAM BOODLE, and 
FRANCIS HARE, WILLIAM BOLTS. 


ec 


And we do appoint them to take their ftation on the lift, 
next under Mr. Thomas French; and that fuch their rank be 
conftantly preferved, by their Being at no time hereafter fiiper- 
feded hy any one who does now, or fhall fiand below them, without 
our exprefs directions in that * behalf.” 

Before we proceed further, it may be neceflary to give the 
reader foine information of the ftate and mode of carrying on the 
trade of the Company and their fervants in India, at this periad. 


* The Direétors who figned this letter were as follow: Peter Godfrey, Jobn Boyd, 
Henry Crabb Boulton, Charles Cutts, Jobn Harrifen, George Dudley, John Browne, 
Ceorge Rocke, Bourchier Walton, Henry Hadley, George Stcevens, Chriflopher Baron, 
William Thornton, Fitz William Barrington, Richard Seward, Jacob Bofanquet, Jobn 
Reyriond, Frederick Pigou, S. Harrifon, Thomas Waters, Richard Smith. 


The 
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The old Eaft India Company, when their trade in Bengal was 
very inconfiderable, had agreed with the Nabob, that their goods 
{nould pafs duty-free within his dominions, upon the annual pay- 
ment of 3000 rupees into his treafury at Hocgly; which privilege 
was confirmed by the Emperor 4urungzebe. Upon the union of 
the two Companies, in the year 1702, the new United Company 
fucceeded of courfe to the enjoyment of all the immunities pot- 
ſeſſed by the old one. The experience which they had had, before 
the year 1700, of the advantages to be acquired over an Indian 
rabble, by the regular military-ditcipline of Europeans, emboldened 
thei to InsistT_on the privilege of trading * cultom-free, as their 
right. At this early period tt was not unufual for the fervants of 
the Company to + cover, under their duftuck, the goods of the 
natives, and people of other countries, thereby defrauding the Indian 
government of its duties. Such practices occafioned frequent 


* Extrat of the Company's General Letter to Fort William. 
Dated the 26th Feb. 1702-3. 


“ You muft infift upon it, as our right, that we be cuftom-free in Bengal, Patna, and 
“ Oriffa, on the payment of 3000 rupees a year; that our duftucks pafs in all places ; 
“ that our grant of Cafcutta and adjacent towns be continued; and that all the other 
« priviieges and advantages, obtained by the old Company formerly, or by them, or 
« the new Company of late, be enjoyed by this United Company, according to the true 
** meaning and fell intent of the faid grants; and we would have the fervants of each 
** Company do all they can to keep us in quiet enjoyment of the faid privileges, by re- 
“ prefenting to the government, you are now THE ENGLISH NATIONAL COMPANY, 


‘“ juftly intitled to thofe privileges.” see Reports of the Honourable Houfe of Com- 
mons 1772 and 1773s vol. III. page 477. 





t Extract of the Company's General Letter to Fort William, 
Dated the 2d of March 1702-3. 


‘“ Our priviseges in Bengal, of being cuftom free, except the yearly acknowledgment 
of 3090 rupees, are fo effential a property to this Company, and of fuch great impor- 
* tance to us, that it requires the urmoft fteady care and fidelity to preferve them. It 
t was an expentive war,.a ftompage of trade, and other accidents that retrieved them, 

after they had been loft chiefly by the feuds among our fervants; who, to juffify 
“e their sen gaarrels, expofed the unfaithfulnefs of their chief to the government; that he 
‘© covered the Alcors and other nations goods by our duffucks, and thereby. defrauded 
** the Nabob and other Governors of their duties. To prevent the like evil for the 

future, we order you to caufe a common-feal, or chzf, to be made, for the fealing of 
** duftucks ¿vnd other public ufes, with fuch words, or motto, as you fhall judge moft 
“© proper; which feal, or chop, we would have remain in the cuftody of the Secretary, 

under the keys, or feals of our two chairmen, not to be ufed but in the prefence of 
% them both: and the Scerctary mult attelt aad regifter all duftucks which you srant, 


“ and which we hereby direct Mall be granted for Foglith feople’s goods, and ne cthers.’” 
Ibid. 


embroils 
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embroils with the Nabobs of Bengal, or their officers ; and, on ac- 
count of fuch illicit trade, the Company were often obliged to pay 
comiderable fums of money, by way of fines; for as the trade of 
the Company and their fervants increafed to an unexpected degree, 
their trading duty-free occafioned great lofs in duties to the Nabobs, 
aud was very injurious to the native merchants. In order, there- 
tore, to obtain a further fan€tion for this indulgent privilege, in 
the year 1716, the embaffy was fent to Deh/ly which obtained the 
grand * Firmaun from the Mogul Emperor, Furrukhfeer, whereby 
the greateft latitude was given to the Company, of trading duty- 
free, in all articles, throughout the whole dominions of the Mogul. 
Although at this period all the Eng/ifh in Bengal traded und>r 
the fanétion of the Company’s duftuck, yet it-had not been cuf. o- 
mary for them to trade in falt, or grain; and therefore when ‘icy 
firſt attempted fo to do, in the year 1728, under privilege of ieir 
Firmaun, duty-free, it occafioned + complaints to be fent, by the 
government-officers at Hoogly, to the Court at Murfhedahad. And, 
as many difputes had arifen with the Indian government, from the 
licentious ufe made of the privileges granted to the Company ; in 
order to prevent abufes of the duftuck-rights in future, the Direc- 
tors did, from time to time, make various regulations of reftraint 5 
and at laft, in the year 1748, they confined the ufe of them to their 
covenanted fervants only, and forbad their being granted on any 
other occafion, except for fuch goods as were brought from the 
interior country by contractors, .on their account, or for fuch goods 
as any “merchant fhould buy of the Company, to be carried inland. 
Jn all other cates, every perfon was to profecute trade according to 

the known eftablifhed-laws of the country. 
Such were clearly the ideas of the. feveral Courts of Direétors, 
from the firft f foundation of*the Company. Trade was t. be 
ee, 


* That the reader may judge for himfelf of the meaning of this Firmaun, we have 
given a copy of the Perfian original, (which we have procured fince the publication of 
the firft part of Confiderations, &c.)« with a ftriétly literal tranflation fubjoined. See 
Appendix, Letter A. Number II. pages Gand 11. 

t See Appendix A. Number III. page 13. 

t In further fupport of this affertion, it may not be improper to recite the following 
extract from a book, intitled, *“ 4n Impartial Vindication of .the Englith Eaft India 
“ Company, from the unjuf? and flanderous imputations caf? upon them in a treatife, inti- 
“> tled, A Fuftification of the Direftors of the Netherlands Ealt India Company ; printed, 
“* London, anno 1688, page 222, viz. 

** ‘Though we have owned before (as we can never difown what is juft in itfelf) that 
it is lawful for any nation, in Jndia, to make exclufive contracts with any Prince a 

people 
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free, but abufes were to be prevented. And in fupport of the 


authorities already quoted on thefe points, it appears, by the man 
O 


people there, and to fecure the performance of thofe contracts by fettling factories, or 
forts, in fuch contracting /:dian Princes dominions: yet fo juft and generous are the 
Englifh Eaft India Company, that they do not only allow refrethments of all kinds to the 
French, Dutch, Dares, Portugueze, and all nations in amity with our Sovereign Lord 
the King, as well natives as Europeans; but alfo do allow them free liberty of all man- 
mer of trade and commerce, and in all kind of commodities, from, or to any port, OF 
place in India whatfoever, as freely as the Company’s own fervants, or any Engili/b free- 
man can, or may: and alfo to refide at Bombay, or Fort St. George, and to rent, or 

urchafe Houfes or lands there; and in all refpects to have the fame liberty and freedom 

r landing or fhipping of goods, and felling or difpofing of them to whom they pleafe, 
as the Engliſb themfelves have ; and to be in the like capacity of being Aldermen or Bur- 
gcfies of the corporation at Fort St. George, and Bombay, whatever faith o: religion they 
are, or may be of, as the native Engliſb of thofe places are. And this we have autho- 
rity from the faid Company to publifh and avow, in their names, tothe whole world; 
to the intest that merchants of all nations may know with what liberty, fecurity, and 
freedom they may refort to both or either of thofe places.” 


See alfo the fallowing copies of the 37, 38, and 39th paragraphs of the Company’s general 
letter to Fort William. Dated the 17th Fune 1748. 


Par. 37. “ And that there may be no doubt as to the perfons who are to enjoy the 
benefit of the duftucks, it is hereby declared, that all goods imported and exported by 
the Company, or for their account, are to be fent with duftucks, and every merchant 
who contracts with the Company, fhall be intitled to a duftuck, for importing what- 
ever he may have fo contra¢ted for; but not for the exportation of the fame, unlefs, 
in cafe of damages, in order to fend them back to the Aurungs, to have the goods new 
wafhed, or repaired. All merchants who buy goods of the Company to fend into the 
country for fale, fhall be intitled to duftucks far that purpofe; for which goods only, 
befides them, our immediate covenant-fervants are to be intitled to duftucks, amd them 
under thefe regulations : but every perfon making a falfe declaratioo, on requefting for 
a daftuck, or importing or exporting goods with duftucks otherwife than allowed as 
above, or proftituting the duftuck in any way whatfoever than it is afked for, thall be 
immediately difmiffed from our fervice, and fent home: and every merchant dealing with 
the Company, who fhall commit any fraud in tLe duftuck, Mall be excluded from hav- 
ing any further dealings with the Company, directly or indirectly; and all the goods 
imported, or exported in a fraudulent manner, fhall be deemed unlicenced trade, and 
fhall be confifcated accordingly ; one third to the Company, one third to the informer, 
and the remainiog third to the Repifter of the duftucks. 

Par. 38. And in cafes where the Company’s afffirs are involved with she country- 
government, by means of any abufes of the duftucks, the perfon who fhall have com- 
mitted fuch abufe fhall be anfwerable for the fame, to the country-government, ovr of 
their eftates ; or if a native, fhall be delivered up to the country-government, as a per- 
fon having forfeited the proteétion of the Company, if he do not make fuch fatisfaétion 
as may immediately extricate the Company’s athiirs. 

Par. 39- Every perfon dealing in Bengal fait, or any other referved, or prohibited 
commodity, contrary to the known eftablifbed laws of the country, hall be dealt with as 
if he, or they had committed a fraud in the duitucks ; but in cafe the country-govern- 
ment pretend, by any new laws or prohibitions, to encroach on the privileges granted to 

2 ant 
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of the correfpondence of the Dire€tors, down to the year 1764, 
that their fentiments were in favour of the freedom of trade, and 
of difcouraging all monopolies, except their own. In the year 
1757, they gave exprefs directions to their refpeétive Prefidencies, 
‘s "That all perfons under the proteétion of the Company: fhould. 
have the liberty of reforting to, and trading at all and any of the 
“ Company’s fettlements in the Eaf Indies, aud at al/ other places 

within the Company’s limits, in as full, true, and extenfive a 
manner as the reft of the Company’s fervants, they paying the 
duties, according to the ufual and cuftomary rates eftablifhed at 
«& fuch places. And all perfons who fhould refort to, or trade, 
either by themfelves or their agents, at Fort St. George, Fort 


oe 


and hitherto enjoyed by the Company, and thofe under our protection, you are, at af 
events, to refifi Juch unjuft attempts; and if you cannot procure relief by amicable meaùs, 
you are to obtain it $y making ufe of all the force you have, as we wilh, on no account, 
to fubmit to any innovation, which may, either at prefent or hereafter, difgrace the 
Company, or be prejudicial to her interes.” Vide Reports, vol. III. page 478. 


Copy of the 43d paragraph of the Company’s general letter to Fort William. Dated the 
19th February 1762. : 


*¢ By the directions we gave in our letter of the 1ft April 1760, we meant, that the 
Nabob fhould not be defrauded of his duties by any abufe of the duftuck, nor private 
traders oppreffed; but as it appears, by your advices of the 16th January 1761, that 
the farming the duties of the Nabob, and the other methods we have pointed out, are 
pot practicable, we muſt therefore acquiefce in their not being carried into execution. 
At the fame time we repeat and enforce what we mentioned in our faid letter, that, at 
all events, the duftucks are to be put upon fuch a footing as to fecyre the government 
their duties, and enable the merchants to pay our cuftoms.” Ibid. page 481. 

Mr. Vanfittart, who was as well acquainted with this matter as any man, in his 
aníwer to a pamphlet of the late-Direftor, Scrafton, upon this fubjcét, and particularly 
the trade in falt, concludes thus: ‘* Many books and papers were loft at the capture of 
* Calcutta in 1756, of which the Directors being advifed, they formed, in 1758, a 
“ new fyftem, or collection of laws, for the government of their fervants in Bengal; 
“* among which laws, nothing is mentfned on the fubjecét of the inland-trade. Upon 
‘* the whole, I muft repeat, that there was not, according to the beft of my knowledge, 

any exprefs order againft this trade, until the 8th February 1764. It was treated in 
general as illicit, as not being a Firmaun-privilege, and wnder that to be carried 
on cuflom—free; but it feemed always left open for the inhabitants refiding under the 
Company's protection to deal in, equally with the other inhabitants of the country, 
under the Nabob’s pafs, and paying his duties. 

*“ The orders of the 8th February 1764, were of very fhort duration; for two 
months after their arrival came an explanation, which brought the matter back to the 
footing juft mentioned. The agents in Bengal were informed, as the Diveétor fays, 
that ‘* Lord Clive and the Committee would have powers to regulate the inland- 
trade ;” and he adds, “ meaning to regulate it fo, that it fhould neither be oppref- 
five to the natives, nor hurtful to the Nabob’s revenue.” See a letter to the Pro- 
prietors of Eaf? India Stock, from Henry Vanfittart, printed for F. Newbery 1767, 
pages 121 and 122, * 
William 
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“<< Wiiiam, or Bombay, and their refpeétive dependencies, were to buy 
‘¢ and fell publicly or privately, as they themfelves fhould choofe, 
< dealing freely, and without reftraint, with whomfoever they 
<: fhould think proper: and if, contrary to this article, they fhould 
< be opprefied, or injured by any perfon whatfoever, fuch perfon 
& or perfons, let their rank be what it might, fhould incur the 
* higheft difpleafure and refentment of the Court.” 

"Ry the covenants which illiam Bolts entered into with the 
Company, in the year 1759, he was authorized to trade in any 
port, or place, within the limits of their charter; fubjeét to fuch 
lawful regulations and limitations as the Court of Directors had 
already eftablifhed,.or might from time to time, thereafter, direct 
and appoint. With refpeét to trade, therefore, he was undoubt- 
edly to be allowed the fame privileges as every other perfon refid- 
ing under the protection of the Brit laws; and by the indulgent 
i: of the Court of Dire€tors, as hath already been fhewn, he 
was not to be fuperfeded without their exprefs direétions. Admit- 
ting then, that the Dire€tors even poffeffed a right to withdraw their 

art of the exprefs compaét under which he went out to India, 
bis right to trade, under the eftablifhed legal-limitations, yet from 
the authorities already produced, it will evidently follow, that he 
could not be legally deprived of that right, nor fuperfeded, unlefs 
for reafonable caule, and by the exprefs order of thirteen or more 
of the Fa? Indra Directors ; with whom he had covenanted on be- 
half of the Company. 

In confequence of his appointment, and under thefe conditions, 
the writer proceeded to Bengal, where, on his arrival, he firft ap- 
plied himfelf wholly to the acquifition of the Benga! dialect ; which, 
though the moft ufcful of any, either in matters of revenue or 
commerce.in Bengal, yet being tthe {peech of the inferior orders of 
people in that country, he found had been univerially neglected by 
the fervants of the Company, for the Mindoan; a dialect intro- 
duced with mahommedaniim, and which the fuperior natives, in 
their intercourfes with the Moaguls, their former, andthe Europeans, 
their prefeht mafters, now moitly affeét to fpeak. 

Being fuccefsful in his endeavours, he was enabled, by this ac- 
quilition, to reap many benefits in his intercourfe and dealings with 
the natives. He had likewile an advantage over many of the Come 
pany’s fervants, in having been regularly bred to butinefs, almoft 
trom his childhood, in a merchant’s accompting-houfe. 


B Thefe 
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Thefe advantages, with an habitual turn to fedulous application, 
were, in a fhort time after his arrival, the means of introducing 
him into a partnerfhip, on equal terms, with Mr. Jobn Fohnfione 
and Mr. William Hay, two gentlemen of the Council at Calcutta : 
and the feveral employments to which he had been appointed, by 
the favour of the then * Governor and Council, requiring his con- 
tinuance in Calcutta; he there, of courfe, became the acting partner 
in the affairs of Fohnfione, Hay, and Bolts, at a time when the trade 
of Bengal flourifhed under a Nabob who was thought too inde- 
pendent. Indeed the Nabob Cofim Ally Khawn had much at heart 
the reftraining of the trade of the Company and their fervants ; 
who were equally determined on fupporting thofe immunities which 
they claiméd as their rights, under the — of the Emperor 
Furrukbfeer; in which they had been encouraged by the + Direc- 


tors, 





* The Governor and Council had been pleafed to entruft him, at one and the fame- 
time, with the different offices of Secretary, Accomptant, and Treafurer to the Com- 
mittee of new lands, inflitured by Mr. Vanfittart ; and when his partner, Mr. Hay, was 
fent with Mr. 4myatt on the deputation to Mongheer, he was further entrufted with 


Mr. Hay’s department in that Committee, viz. the Collectorfhip of the province of 
Magurab. 


Copy of the 71{t Paragraph of the Company’s General Letter to Bengal. Dated the oth. 
of March 1763. 


“ From a view of the proceedings of the Committee of mew lands, we have great 
reafon to be fatisfied with their clofe attention to this branch of the fervice. The mane 
mer of keeping thofe accounts is as. we would have it; and your intention of follow- 
iħg our directions, to let the lands in fmaller lots, when the prefent leafes expire, will, 
we flatter ourfelves, contribute greatly to the increafe of the revenues.” 


(Signed) George Dudley, G. Steevens, Tho. Rots, 
Tho. Waters, 7ohn Manfbip, Richard Warner, 
Cbhrif?. Baron, Charles Gough, Wiliam IVcbber, 
JFebn Dorrien, Richard Seward, Robert Burrow, 
Jobn Browne, F. W. Barrinetcn, Henry Savage, 
Henry Hadley, Timothy Tullie, William Thorntons. 


In the year 1761, even Mr. Vere] thought fo favourably of the writer, that he wrote 


from Chittigong in the ſtrongeſt terms in his favour, recommending him to be fent op 
in Council to that factory. 


+ Copy of the 66th and 67th Paragraphs of the Company’s General Letter to Bengal. 
Dated the 25th of March 1757.. 


Par. 66. * It is with much concern we obferve, in your detail of tranfaétions with 
the country-government, that every circumftance and opportunity affords pretenfions for 
exactions. It is impoflible for us to mark out any precife rules for your conduét in ge- 
acral. We can only fay, that you are to be zealous in preferving our Firmaun-rights 

2 


and 
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tors, even to the giving of protection to the natives, for fear of 
fubjccting the Eng/if/h flag; to contempt. 

t furely cannot be thought extraordinary, that a young man, 
juft come into the country, fhould, on this fubjeét, adopt the fen- 
timents of all the oldeft and moft refpeétable fervants of the Com- 
pany ; who were of opinion, that, by the terms of the Fvrmaun, 
the Company and their fervants had a right to trade duty-free, in 
every article, without diftinétion of snland-trade, or foreign expor- 
tation. Ata fubfequent period, when this queftion was folemnly 
debated in Council, each member finally prng his opinion in 
writing, Mefirs. * Vanfittart and Haflings, the Nabob’s particular 
friends, gave the only two voices, out of twelve, againít the free- 
dom ‘then decided to be a right. 

It was, however, more a conteft for power and independance than 
for the value of the duties, that influenced the conduét-of the 
Nabob Meer Coffim, in*all his difputes, at this period, with the Go- 
vernor and Council. Befides, he had no confidence in any of the 
remaining members of the board at Calcutta, except Mr. Vanfittart 
and Mr. Haflings; who had been principally inftrumental in raifing 
hrm to the Mu/nud, and whofe + private trade he protected. 


and privileges; and when any fums of money are demanded, or any oppreflions endea- 
voured to laid on our trade, or otherwife, that you will obviate or fettle them upon 
the belt terms you can; in doing which our great dependance muft be placed in your 
fenfe and care. 

Par. 67. Among many other unreafonable demands, that made upon you for the 
Cotmah’s effects is of a very pernicious nature, as it tends to render our proteétion of no 
effeé?, and fubjecting the Engii/b flag to contempt. We find this affair was not brought 
to an ifue upon the coming away of your laft advices; but we hope your fteadinefs and 
refolution will difappoint Hakeembeg in his oppreffive and lucrative views, and confirm 
ad a natives who refide in the Company’s limits, that their perfons and effects will 

e fecure.” : 

* Vide Vanfittart’s Narrative, vol. If. pages 316 to 395. 

t See the evidence given by Stanlake Baton, Efq; before the Seleét Committee of 
the Honourable Houfe of Commons. Reports, vol. III. page 301. “ By one letter 
** (of the Nabob Ccfim Aliy Khawn’s) which fell into the hands of the Liuigli/P, it ap- 

peared, that the Nabob had ordered the man to whom it was addrefled, to ftop the 
<< e in their trade, all but his friends Mefirs. Vanfittart and Haflings ;— That the 
** faid Ictter ought to be upon the confultations ; and he was fure that the words ‘ all 
but my friends Vanfittart and Haffings,” or to that purpofe, were in the” letter 
read at the board, and that the order was to ftop the trade.” See alfo the fame 
Reports, page 342. Extract of the Nabob Cofim Ally Khawn’s letter to Mabsmmed 
Ally, the Naib of Dacca. * The Governor writes to me, that you interrupt his own 
“ gomaftah. Notwithftanding, in the paper of resrulations, there is no diltinction of 

private or public, yet as the Governor is my friend, I accordingly write to you, not 
to impede the gomaftah of his private trade, that may have with him cithar the Go- 
** vernor’s or Company’s dultuck.”’ 
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Meffis. Schufione and Hay having difapproved of the revolution 
in Meer Cofim’s favour, and on many occafions taken a decifive 
part in Council againft him, every poffible * obftruétion was art- 
fully contrived to the profecution of the bufinefs of their partner- 
fhip. An inferior officer of the Nabob’s, a Fowzdar in the pro- 
vince of Purnea, witheut any reafonable caufe, had actually pro- 
hibited the inhabitants, under fevere penalties, from buying, fell- 
ing to, or having any dealings with the agents of ¥chnaffone, Hay, 
and Bofts ; which unwarrantable obftruction, in the month of No- 
vember 1762, induced the partners to write a letter on the fubje& 
to that officer. | 

As the fhare which the writer had in that tranfaction appears to 
be one of Governor Vere/#'s mott weighty accufations of him, in 
apology for his own indefenfible conduct in the year 1768, it be- 
comes ‘neceflary to lay the whole tranfa&tion before the public. 

In the narration of thefe old affairs, the writer is unavoidably 
forced, by Mr. Vere/#, more frequently than he could with, to 
difturb the venerable afhes of the late Mr. Vanfrtart, than whom, 
with all his faults (from which no man is exempt) the Company 
never had, nor probably ever will haye, a lefs exceptionable Go- 
vernor, or a more worthy man in their fervice. 

Mr. Vanfitiart, perhaps not lefs actuated by a jealoufy too frequent 
between competitors in trade, than offended at all interference, by 
correfpondence, with the officers of the Nabob’s government, as an 
encroachment.on what he deemed his own prerogative; complained 
greatly to the Council at Calcutta of this letter, written by the 
partners ‘fohnfiene, Hay, -and Bo/ts, to the Fowzdar of Purvea. 
Mr. Vanfittart’s complaint was as follows : 


© Sce the evidence of General John Carnac, in the fame Reports, page 302. *“ That 
thofe in the Engli/b adminiftration, who were the friends of Cofim Ally Khawn, took 

t pains to have it reprefented, that what -was. called the .in/and-trade was the 
ource of our difagreement with him, and were very induftrious in proving that trade 
“ illegal.” And again ‘* ‘That -the Nabob had been induftrioufly taught to believe, 
~ that every £ngli/oman who did not approve of the revolution was hoftile to him, and 
*“ from thence he had been guilty of feweral inftances of difrefpeét to them.”- How 
far the evidence here given may have been influenced by the recolle¢tion of old Party- 
difputes, is left to the confideration of the reader, Candour however requires, that we 
fhould give him a caution thereon; and to guide his judgment in the matter, we recom. 
mend to his perufal a Ictter.from Major Carnac to the Prefident and Council at Calcutta, 
dated the 24th of December 1764, with. Mr. Vanfittart’s anfwer, as they ftand on the 


confultations of the 11th December 1766; which are inferted in our Appendix, Letter 
A. Number LL, 











Extrat. 
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Extraéd of a Letter from Governor Vanſittart to the Council at Calcutta. 


Dated Mongheer, the 15th December 1762. 


* < Inclofed I fend for your perufal two Perfran letters,. deli- 
vered to me by the Nabob, with their tranflations. Onc from 
Mr. Cartier to Mahbommed Ally, the Colleétor of the Dacca 
diftnéts, which, if I underftand right (for the expreffions are 
rather obf{cure) is wrote in a very improper {ftile, and tends to 
encourage and promote thofe evils which we have taken fo much 
pains to remedy, I mean a jealoufy and miſtruſt between us and 
the Nabob. I requeft you. will be pleafed to call on Mr. Cartier 
for an explanation of his meaning, and give him fuch a caution 
on the occafion as to you fhall feem necefiary. 

‘¢ The other, from Mefirs. Sohnfione, Hav, and Bolts to Sheer 
Ally Khawn, Fowzdar of Purnea, indorfed by Mr. Bolts in 
Englifh, and written:I imagine by him, in the name of the 
partnerfhip. Whoever reads this letter, muft naturally conclude 
no other government fubfifted amongft us, fince it was left to 
Mr. Bolts to aflert the. privileges of the Firmaun, and vindicate, 
in the name of the Exglifb, the freedom of the Company's 
duftuck. Such notions, if propagated in the country, inuſt 
needs be prejudicial to the Company’s affairs, by weakening 
their government ; and it is for this reafon the Company have 
forbid letters to be written to the country-government by any 
perfon excepting the Prefident, or with his approbation. . l- never 
refufed to apply for redrefs for any grievance that the gentlemen 
in the fervice, and all other inhabitants of the fettlemenr, have 
applied to me about ; and in cafe of my illnefs, or abfence, Mr. 
Amyatt was ready to give them the fame affiftance. I muft 
therefore recommend to you to inflict fuch cenfure, or punith- 
ment on Mr. Bolts, as fhall feem to you neceflary, for, prevent- 
ing fuch irregularities in future. I could with alfo, that it were 
made a rule tor the chiefs of the fubordinate factories, and all 
others, when they write letters to the country-government, to 
fign them, that, in cate of their being produced atterwards, they 
may be known to be authentic.” 


Mr. Panfittart’s tranflation of this offenfive letter 1s as follows : 


a Sce Vunfittart’s Narrative, vol. II. page 1465. * 
ranflation 
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Tranflation of a Perian Letter fron Mefrs. Johnſtone, Hay, and 
Bolts, so Meer Sheer Ally Khawn, Fowzdar of Purnea. 


* <¢ Our gomaftah, Ramchurn-dafs, being gone into thofe parts» 
meets with obitruétion from you, in — bufinefs he un- 
& dertakes ; moreover, you have publifhed æa prohibition to this 
“ effect: That whoever fhall have any dealings with the Engl, 
you will feize his houfe, and lay a fine upon him. In this man- 
‘¢ ner you have prohibited the people under your jurifdiction. We 
‘é were furprized at hearing of this affair, becaufe the royal Fir- 
“« maun, which the Exzg// nation is poſſeſſed of, is violated by this 
‘< proceeding. But the Engljb will by no means fuffer, with 
s patience, their Firmaun to be broke through ; we therefore ex- 
pect that, upon the receipt of this letter, you will take off the 
‘* order you have given to the Ryots, and in cafe of your not doing 
<< it, we will certainly write to the Nabob, in the name of the 
“© Englifh, and fend for fuch orders from him, that you fhall reftore 
« fully and entirely whatever lofs the Eng/yb have fuftained, or 
‘© fhall fuftain by this obftruétion ; and that you fhall repent hav- 
& ing thus interrupted our bufinefs in defpite of the royal Fir- 
maun. After reading this letter, we are perfuaded you will 
“< defift from interrupting it, will act agreeably to the rules of 
< fricendfhip, and fo that your amity may appear; and will by no 
é means {top the Company’s duftuck.” 

The writer’s juftification in this tranfaction will appear from the 
following letter, wrote to- the Council at Calcutta, and the proceed- 
mgs of the board on that occafion. 


+ Copy of a Letter from Mefrs. John.Johnftone and William Hay 
to the Council. Dated the 14th January 1763. 


“© We have received the copy of a letter, wrote by the Prefident 
<< to the board, complaining of Mr. Bo/ts’s conduct in writing a 
<< letter in the name of Mefirs. Yohufione, Hay, and Bolts, to the 
<< Purnea Fowzdar, reprefenting the grievances and opprefiions 
«< that our gomaftahs met with, in tranfacting our bufinefs in that 


* Vanfittart’s Narrative, vol. II. page 129. The reader will pleafe to obferve, that 
there was a more juft ard favourable tranfation of this letter made by Mr. Guf/fon the 
Company’s Perfian tranflator, laid before the board ; but we cannot exhibit it for want 
of a copy. 

+ Vanfittart’s Narr. vol. Il. page 209. 

** country, 
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country, and aſſerting the privileges of the Firmaun; and at the 
fame time recommending to you, to inflict a cenfure, or punifh- 
ment, on Mr. Bo/ts for the fame. We therefore think it necef- 
fary, and our duty to inform you, gentlemen, that Mr. Vanfr- 
tart, when he caft the whole of that tranfaction on Mr. Bolts, 
did it not with amy good reafon, as we were both acquainted 
with the contents of that letter, and of its being fent; and we 
eannot help thinking, from the terms of his letter, that it was 
wrote with no other defign than to fhew how blameable we were 
in his eyes, and how we ought to be treated: but we hope you, 
entlemen, will judge otherwife. Weare fo far from thinking 
with the Prefident, that it is criminal to afflert the privilege 
of the Firmaun, that we think every one that does not, littie 
deferves the benefit of it; and that its being afferted in private 
letters, cam never weaken the Company’s government, or prove 
prejudicial to their true intereft. 
-s The juftnefs of our gomaftah’s complaints, to which we refer, 
and which gave occafion to our letter to Sheer Ally Khawn, will 
appear by his anfwer; in. which he acknowledges, that, by the 
abob’s orders, our trade fhall be entirely confined to that of 
ready-money purchafes, contrary to the eftablifhed cuftoms 
throughout the country, and which muft of confequence put a 
{top to all trade, or fetter it in a manner unknown before, in 
the worft of times in Bengal. 
& Qur letter, as tranflated by Mr. Gu//on, which we now la 
before the board, we hope will appear unexceptionable y for 
when it is faid, in cafe we do not find-an end was put to the 
oppreffions which we complained of, that we would make ap- 
plication to the Nabob, tor redrets for ourfelves and others, it is 
not to be imagined, that we fhould have procured this applica- 
tion to the Nabob otherwite than from your board; and this 
was our intention. But Mr. Vanfittart is of a different opinion, 
and takes great exception at its being iaid to be done in the 
Englijb name, and redrets obtained forothers. LIad he thought 
proper to have mentioned it to either of the partners refiding in 
Calcutta, he might have been fatisfied, that there was no bad 
defign in varp the word others, but that it was introduced 
entirely by miftake ; and we have reafon to think, Mr. Vanfit- 
tart was not unacquainted with the contents of that letter before 
he left Calcutta, as our gomaftah wrote us, after the receint of 
the letter, the Fowzdar would not fend us his anfwer till-it was 


** approved. 
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approved of by the Prefident, for which purpofe it was fent by 
the Fowzdar, with one of his own, to Calcutta; and we did 
not receive the anfwer till fome days after Mr. Vanfittart’s de- 
parture from Calcutta. 

“The unwillnogneis the Prefident had to believe complaints of 
this nature, and more particularly that they were owing to the 
Nabob’s orders, induced us to addrefs Sheer’ Aly Khawn in the 
manner we did, to fee whether he would anfwer us, as he did 
our gomaiftah ; and on this to have a foundation for applying to 
your honourable board for redrefs. You will pleafe to remark, 
that Sheer “lly Kbawn reprefents dudney advanced for goods, as 
money lent out at intereft, which latter bufinefs our gomaftahs 
never carried on; and. we cannot conceive, that the mifbeha- 
viour of a few gomaftahs, in that, or any other way, when 
proved, joined to the many groundlefs —— of the go- 
vernment, fhould be efteemed fufficient caufe for the Nabob ta 
ufurp, or we to give up the privileges of the Exg/i/b Company 
in this country; when, at the fame time, fo many weli-ground- 
ed caufes of complaint have been given by the fervants of the 
Nabob, to thofe who, by the Company’s indulgence, have the 
privilege of duftucks (and of courfe are exempt from all duties) 
and their protection. That thefe privileges, for feveral months, 
have been greatly infringed in fome parts, and entirely takén 
away in others, by the country-government, is what we, as well 
as moft Englifh traders, except the Prefident, have feverely felt in 
ouy private fortunes. i 


«< We have received, a letter from our agent, Mr. Robinfon at 


Gualparah, informing us of the difficulties he laboured under, 
from the obftacles thrown in the way of our trade, and the dan- 
ger with which he was threatened by the Fowzdar of Kanga- 
matty, which he reprefented as greatly fomented and increated 
by the arrival and praétices of one Gonzaram Metre, who was 
come there in 4uguff, and aflumed to himfelf, on the ftrength 
of his perwdnah from the Governor, the office of inquifitor and 
fupervifor of the agents of the Exgli/h, &c. in thofe parts. The 
perwanah, extracts of Mr. Rob/njon’s letter, Gongaram Metres 
letter to Mr. Teixeira, and the letter from the Rangamitty Fowz- 
dar to Mr. Robinfon, are fubmitted to your confideration. Some 
of thefe were forwarded to the Governor, requetting the necef- 
fary redrefs ; in anfwer, we have received, througn him, a per- 
Winah from the Inabob to the Fowzda: of Aawgasvalty, aS per 

6 & gubjomed 
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fubtoined tranflation, dire&ting him not to obftruét our trade, or 
colleé&t duties on goods provided for exportation, or that come 
from Calcutta with a duftuck, but to levy the ufual duties on 
other goods, and to fend to himfclt and the Prelident, an ac- 
count of the rates according to which they pay. This, we 
humbly conceive, is contrary to the articles of our treaty with 
the Nabob, and reduces us again to thote privileges we enjoyed 
before the time of Meer Fufficr Khawa, and which we imagine 
was not the fentiments of the majority of the board at the tune 
the Prefident left it. By this perwiainah, however, we have not 
got the Icaft fatisfection tor the infults and lofles we have fuí- 
tained, by obftructing our trade, both inland and Ce/curra; but, 
on the contrary, it is left to the Fowzdar’s direétior, who has 
been guilty of the violences and lofles we complained of, to fix 
the rates of the duties on the ditferent articles of inland-trade, on 
which, to the beft of our knowledge, the Company’s fervants 
that have traded there fince the treaty with Fuffer Ally Khawn, 
never yet paid any, and of courfe there could be no cuftom to 
follow. This fcheme, fhould it take place, would reduce us 
to a tooting with (if not below) the traders of the country, as 
is the with of the Governor’s agent in that part, probably in the 
imagination, that this may be a means of throwing the whole 
trade into their hands, by the extraordinary intereft Mr. Vanftr- 
tart has with the Nabob. 

‘© Whatever opinion the Prefident may entertain of Mr. Cartier, 
or Mr. * Chevalier, they have had the happinefs hitherto to be 
efteemed by every body that knows them. The gentleman we 
fent up, Mr. Roéinfon, had the permiffion and approbation of 
the board; we think, therefore, if fuch grievances as were 
alleged againtt Engliſb agents and gomafttahs, really exifted in 
thofe parts, the fubjccting them to the fcrutiny and fupervifal of 
black dependants, of whatever denomination, without the know- 
ledge of the board, was an indignity offered to it, to us, and to 
every gentleman concerned; and, however the propagating of 
fuch notions in this country may ferve to rongi hen the hands 
of the government, we humbly conccive it can give but a very 


odd opinion of the other members to whom it is jointly en- 
trufted. 


* Monf. Chevalier had been agent at Gualbarah, to whom Mr. Robinfon fucceeded. 


piace ———— has for {ome years ſince been Governor of the French icttle®Ments in 
enga . 
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«< In the courfe of the bufinefs we have carried on, we have 
met with the greateft impediments in almoft all parts, but in par- 
ticular in Purnea, Rungpoor, and the diftriéts of Gual/parah afd 
Rangamatty, from the different Fowadars, Zemindars, Mr. 
* Moore, Gonzaram Metre, &c. the accounts of which, as we 
have received them from our agents, we now lay before you, 
and hope you will procure for us that fatisfaction and redrefs 
which we have hitherto been unable to obtain,” 


At a Confultation held the 17th of January 1763. 


+ “* Metirs. Fobnflone and Hay fend in a letter to the board, 
regarding the Perfan letter which they wrote to Sheer Ally 
Khawn, the Fowzdar of Purnea, alfo copies and extraéts of fun- 
dry letters and papers relative thereto.. 

* The fame being now read, the beard are A opinion, that they 


fufficiently account for, and vindicate thofe gentlemen in that tranf- 


** alion.” 


Upon this. decifion of the Couneil on the fubje& of this letter, 


Mr. Vanfittart, at. a Confultation held on the rft February 1763, 
entered a long minute, wherein he concludes the fubject in the 
following words : 
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t ‘* As you have been pleafed to give it as your opinion, that 
efirs. Jobnfone, Hay, and Bolts, did properly in writing a letter 

to Sheer Ally, the Fowzdar of Purnea, in their own name, inftead 

of applying, to the Prefident, of courfe, every other merchant 

will take the fame aųthority.. 

« Iam by no means forry to be relieved from the trouble of 


fuch applications ; yet E think it my duty to give it as my opi- 


nion,, that this entire /evelling and equality will not be for the 
good of the Campany’s affairs, nar the benefit. of fociety, and 
therefore. to declare my difapprobation. 

*¢ One reafon Metirs. Fohnfione and Hay give for. writing this let- 
ter deferves to be taken notice of, an unwillingnef/s in the Prefident 
fo believe complaints of this nature. 1 requeft the board will call 
qn them, to produce any one inftance where I have either re- 
fuſed or delayed to give them, or any other merchant, every 
affiftance they have afked of me, in the carrying on of their pri-. 


* An agent of Mr, Vanfitiact’s. 


t VKanfittart’s Narrative, vol. II, page 23a 


t Ibid. page 250. 


ss- Vote 





INDIA AFFAIRS. Part. il. 19 


‘$. vate bufinefs, or in obtaining redrefs for their grievances. In 
* fhort, gentlemen, their letter throughout is fo injurious to me as 
* a gentleman, to fay nothing of my ftation, that I fhould apply 
to you for juftice againſt them, did I not perceive, that inittead 
« of fhewing your aifleafure at fuch behaviour, you bave thought 
ce proper to give it the function of your approbation. I refer, therc- 
“<< fore, to the honourable the Court of Directors, who, I am per- 
< fuaded, will do me juftice.” 

Mr. Vanfittarf’s interet, at this time, with the /eading Directors 
in Exgland, was fuperior to that of the whole Council in Bengal. 
And although, at a fubfequent period, the Court were as ready to 
condemn Mr. Vanfitttar?’s conduét on any point, yet, upon that 
occafion, his reference of the above matter to England, procured 
againft the writer, the reprimand referred to by Mr. Verel/f, from 
the fame Court of Direétors, who alfo entirely approved of the re- 
vokution in favour of Meer Cofim Ally Khawn, and recommended 
to their fervants4n * Bengal, net to reftore Meer Faffier, on account 
of his * incapacity, cruelty, and perfidy,” thereby giving Mfr. 
Vanfittart a complete victory. 

The paragraph of the general letter of the 8th February 1764, 
wherein the.writer was thus reprimanded, was as follows: 

Par. VII. ** The -conduét and behaviour of Mr. William Bolts, 
« a faétor, falling next under our confideration, they appear, fo 
“<< far as he was conneéted with Mefirs. gp — ate and Hay, to be 
<< very improper; efpecially in joining with them in an audacious 
< and impertinent letter to the Fowzdar of Purnea, as it f{tands 
On your confultations of the 27th December 1762, and for which 
«c the Prefident recommended it to the Council to pafs iome cer- 
« fure upon him. He appears, likewifle, to have been guilty of 
e irregular praétices, in refpeés to carrying on his private trade: let 
< him be called into Council, and reprimanded accerding to his 
é deferts ; and inform him, if his conduét is not more fatisfactory 
< for the future, we fhall difmifs him from the fervice.” 

The only matter upon record, before the Directors, againft the 
writer, was what Mr. Vanfittart had fatd on the fubjeét of the let- 
ter written by Fohnfione, Hay, and Bolts to the Fowzdar of Purnea ; 
upon which, notwithftanding the writer’s juftification by the Coun- 
cil of Calcutta, yet, as a fervant of the Company, the Directors 


* See a letter from the Directors to Mr. Kan/ittart ; dated the oth February 1764. 
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might think themfelves at liberty to pronounce any fentence they 
pleafed againft him. ; 

But there was not even the fhadow of a fingle fact or circum- 
ftance, before the Court, to authorize the injurious reflection, that 
the writer ‘‘ had been guilty of irregular praétices in carrying on 
“ his private trade.” 

And though we may give a latitude to Directors, to pronounce, 
in their directorial capacities, any fentence, or opinion whatever, 
upon the conduct of their fervants, however irregular, unjuft, or 

inft their own conviction, yet decency, if not a regard for the 
dignity and duties of their ftations, fhould have taught them to 
refrain from publicly fetting their hands to an aflertion that was 
totally void of truth. 

After the reftoration of Meer Faffier Ally Khawn, a perfect har- 
mony fubfifted in the Council at Calcutta, and when the letter from 
the Court of Directors, of the 8th February 1764, was received in 
Bengal, the writer was mever called before the Council, or reprimanded. 
It is hard to fay, whether that part of the ceremony was difpenfed 
with by Mr: Vanfittart, from a difinclination to revive unexitting 
animofities, or from the fhame which his ingenuous mind might 
then feel for the weak conduct of the Direétors. But indeed, at 
that time, the writer had the happinefs of being on a very friendly 
footing, not only with the Governor, but likewife with every 
member of the Council, who not long afterwards did him the 
juftice to appoint him, according to his rank in the fervice, to a 
{tatiorr of truft and honour. 

- It muft here be remarked, that at this time, all the fuperior fer- 
vants of the Company * correfponded with the Nabob’s officers, 
on their own bufinefs, or matters of, compliment, whenever they 
thought proper; nor could that be.deemed criminal, fo long as they 
refrained from interfering with the politics of the country, to the 
prejudice of the Company. Upon the whole then of this firft 
+ charge of Mr. Vere//?s, it mutt inconteftibly appear, that if the 
Writer, when a young man, and of fhort ftanding in the fervice, 
did join with his partners in writing the letter in queftion, to an 
inferior officer under the Jvdian government, it was in ifupport of 


* In the courfe of this work, the reader will be fhown the pernicious confequences 
refulting to the Company’s affairs, from the abfurd cuftom of confining all correfpon- 
dence with the officers of the black gove: ament, on any fubject whatever, to the Preli- 
dent of Calcutta only. 

t Verelf’s View, &c. page 5. 

what 
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what he had always been made to confider as the ſtipulated right 
of the Company and its fervants, and was in fact, in the then ftate of 
Bengal, no more criminal than a merchant in this country writing 
to check a cuftom-houfe officer who had exceccd his duty. But 
‘the reader will have perceived, that this affair, otherwife very tri- 
vial in its nature, was made a handle of, more as a convenient mat- 
ter of difpute between contending parties, than any real offence in 
the writer; who, after all, ftood fully vindicated by his fuperiors, 
for the imall thare he had in this tranfaction. Judge then, reader, 
of the candour and veracity of Mr. Verelſt, when, upon fuch faéts, 
he makes the following reflection: * ‘* Among the private perfons 
‘¢ who ufurped the office of their fuperiors, Mr. Bolts was very 
‘© early diftingzuifhed, who wrote, i” his own name, to the Fowzdar 
“ of Purnea, threatening the Nabob’s officers with the effect of 
& the Exgli/b power,” and who, in a note upon this tranfaction of 
the year 1762, has alfo the confidence to affert before the public, that 
+ ‘* one of the many reafons for Mr. Bo/ts’s being fent to England, 
& though very low in the fervice, was his arrogating to himfelf 
** this eftablhifhed authority of a Governor,” although the writer 
was not forcibly fent to Exg/and until fix years after this tranfac- 
tion, in contequence of a refolution {taken on the 5th Noveméer 
1767, by the Board of Council, at which this fame Mr. Verelf# 
pretided as Governor. 


* Verelf’s View, &c. page 38. t Ibid. page 39. 
į Appendix F. page 478. 
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C HA Pe T 


FURTHER REFUTATION S of MR. VERELST'’s 
Publication; and ACCOUNTS of PROCEEDINGS 
both in EUROPE and ASIA: with REMAR K.S thercon. 


, J SOW ARDS the conclufion of the Company’s war with the 
Nabob ot Owd, Sujah al Dow/ah, in the year 1764, Gover- 
nor Vanfittart and his Council referved, from among the conquered 
provinces, the Zemuiundary of the Rajah Bulwantfing to the govern- 
ment of the Company, and eftablifhed a factory at Bandras, the 
capital city thereof. ‘To this new fettlement they appointed a Chief 
and Council, for the purpofes of collecting the revenues, extending 
the fales of woollens and other Britis commodities imported by 
the Company, as well as for other political reafons, which in the 
then ftate of the Company’s affairs concurred for rendering that 
eitablifhment a wife and judicious meafure. 
The Governor and Council of Bengal, during Mr. P’anfittar?'s 
vernment, had, on all occafions, been very attentive to the pre- 
iervation of regular fucceffion to employments of honour and 
emolument in the Company’s fervice, ever avoiding, as much as 
pofiible, all injurious fupericfifons in preferment; and fo regardful 
tvere they, at that time, of the rights of regular advancement in 
the fervice, that no poit avas given to a junior fervant, till his 
fuperior had, by the tacit permiffion of the board, declined the 
acceptance of it. According to this rule of conduct, when thote 
appointments to Baadras were under confideration at the board, the 
writer was required to declare, whether he chofe going to Bandras 
as fecond in Council, or to Burdwan. ‘On his acceptance of the 
former, he was accordingly appointed fecond, under Mr. Randolph 
iMarriott, chief, with Mr. Vode Graham third in Council, and Mr. 
Villiam Marriott, a writer, as afliftant, at this new-cftablithed tactory. 
The Company having been greatly alarmed in England, on re- 
ceiving news ‘of war being commenced with the Nabob Coffim «Alis 
Khawn, had, in the month of May 1764, appointed the Right 
Honourable Robert Lord Clive Prefident, or Governor, with Mr. 
illiam Brightwell Sumner, Brigadier General ‘John Carnac, Mers. 


Harry 
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Harry Yereli and Francis Sykes, a Seleét Committee, for the refto- 
ration and eftablifhment of peace and tranquillity in Bengal. And 
in order more efteCtually to attain {fuch defirable ends, they were 
pleafed to give the noble Lord, and his Committee, full * powers 
to purfue whatever means they fhould think proper; with inftruc- 
tions, however, to confult the Council at large in.all cafes, where 
it coukl be done conveniently, although the power of finally deter- 
mining was to remain with that Committee. 

At the time when this extraordinary and unconftitutional ap- 
pointment was made, there were not wanting, among the propric- 
tors of Eaff India {tock, men who forefaw the evils that were likely 
to refult from it, and who thought it their duty to + forewarn the 
Directors thereof. Their prophetic reprefentations had then, how- 
ever, no effect ; although events have ſince fo far verified, nay fur- 
paled what they wifely foretold, that it would now be difficult ta 
find one oe and well informed Fuf India proprictor who 
will not fee/ingly aſſent to our opinion; that to the injudicious ap- 
pointment of that Select Committee are to be originally afcribed 
all the evils that have fince befallen the Company. 
— at neme Lord with his Committee-men arrived in Jadia; 

ey foun the Company's affairs in a very flourifkinge condition: 
“< Sujah al Dowlah —— A ge oe She and it — — yp byper- 
** bole to fay, to-morrow the whcle Mogul Empire is in our power.” 
Indeed peace and tranquillity had been perfeéthly re-eftablithed in 
Bengal, and the Company’s butinefs was carried on with all becomi- 
mg unauinity,, while the foundations were laying of a flourifhing: 
and daily-increafing inland-commerce, on. which aone the profpe 
rity. of. Bengal always did, and ever muft depend. 

But on the fingle fact of prefents having been received from 
§ Najim: al Dowlah by the gentlemen of the deputation from the 
Council at Ca/cxtta,, who placed that Nabob on the Mufaud in. Fe- 


E Sen cil A petals Number VIII. page 24. 

ce a memorial from George Fohn/fone and George Dempfter, Efquires, fo the Court 
ra Faff India Directors; dated the 30th Alay 1764. Append A. Number- VII. 

ge 22. 

țt See 2.letter from Lord Clive to Thomas. Rous, Efa: dated Mad ri 

1765. Appendix A. page g3. i = — — 
r § It may not be-improper here, to refer the reader to a general ftatement of the pre- 
* received by individuals in Benga/ from their firſt making of Nabobs to the year 
1706, as far as hath come to public knowledge, taken from.a Report of the Seleét.Com-- 


mittee of- the : ` . i * 
Sake eae Honourable Houfe of Commons made in.1773. Vide Appendix A. 
éruary- 
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éruary 1765, Lord Chive difcovered, while at Madrafs, that he had 


«< an * Augean ftable to cleanfe” in Bengal. .And after the arrival of his 
Lordfhip, with Mefirs. Sumner and Sykes, at Calcutta, on the 3d of 
May 1765, fo very rapid was their progrefs in inquiry, that within 
three days they acquired a complete knowledge of the ftate of the 
country ; and proceeding, under oaths of fecrecy to each other, 
they found, in every department of public affairs, nothing but 
anarchy, confufion, and + corruption. They thereupon immediately 

entered 


*® Appendix, pages 34 and 35. 


t ** Ata Select Committee held the 7th of May 176s. 


Prefent, The Right Honourable Kobert Lord Clive, Prefident, 
Wiliam. Brichtwell Sumner, Efq; and 
Francis Sykes, Efq; 


“©. Refolved, that the following oath be taken by the feveral members of the Select 
*¢ Committee: 

“<I 4. B. do fwear, that I will not reveal to any: perfon whatever, any of the pro- 
“* ceedings of this Committee, until the fame be laid before the Council, or until this 
«& Committee be diffolwed. 

“ Agreed, That Mr. Alexander Campbell be appointed Secretary, Mr. Edward Baber 
* Sub-fecretary, and Mr. William Rook. Affiftant to the Committee; and thar the fol- 
* lowing oath of fecrecy be adminiftered to them : 

«<< I 4. B. do fwear to be true and faithful to the truft repofed in me by the Secret 
** Committee, and to reveal to no perfon whatever, the proceedings of that depart- 
* ment, until the fame are laid before the Council.” 


Extraéi from Lord Clive’s Letter to the Select Committee. 


“ My fucceffor, foon after my departure, thought proper to raife Cofim Ally Khawn 
to the Subahfhip, doubtlefs, becaufe he thought fuch a ftep neceflary. The confe- 
quences, however, from whatever caufe, were unfortunate; but let us draw a veil over 
thofe diftant tranfactions. Let us confider only the prefent ftate of politics and com- 
merce, and let our whole attention be employed in eftablifhing the Company’s affairs 
upon a firm and lafting foundation. Mor do J in the leaft defpair of feeing this impor- 
tant bufinefs accomplifhed, fince I have the peculiar happinefs of finding myfcelf affifted 
by a Commiftee of known abilities and incorruptible integrity. If at any time we fhould 
happen to differ in opinion, we fhall differ like gentlemen, with temper and cool reafon- 
ing. The minutes cf our confultations will not, I truft, be prolonged by diffention, 
and difgraced with the prejudices of faction ; we will endeavour to be unanimous. 

“« A very few days are elapfed fince our arrival, and yet if we confider what has 
already come to aur knowledge, we cannot hefitate a moment upon the neceflity of 
aluming- the power that is in us, of conduéting, as a Seleét Committee, the affairs, 
both civil and military, of this fettrlement. What do we hear of, what do we fee, but 
anarchy, confufion, and what is worfe,-an ahknc/? general CORRUPTION? ‘To remedy, 
or at leaft to prevent thefe evils in future, is a duty incumbent on this Committec; a 
duty which we owe to that Company we have engaged to ferve, and a duty which we 


owe 
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entered on the very important bufinefs of their extraordinary 


mifiion, and refolved to abolifh all the treaties and agreements 
that 


owe to ourfelves, if the picas of honour, reputation, and confcience are worthy our at- 
tention. Happy I am fure you would have been, as well as myfclf, had the late con- 
duct of affairs been fo irreproachable as to have permitted them to continue in the hands 
ef the Governor and Council. A very tranfient view, However, of what has paſſed 
fince Mcer Jaffer’s death, will convince us, that the great point of reformation we 
aim at, cannot be obtained through that channel. “The Committce therefore, in my 
apinion, mult immediately aét; a meafure fo ucceflary, that I conclude you can have 
no objection to it. For my own part I will venture to affert, that the critical fituation 
of the Company renders it 2bfolutely indifpenfib!le, for the fpeedy fettling of their affairs, 
that the power fhould be veflted in the hands of a few; and give me leave further to add, 
that unlefs the fpirit of their orders in that refpeét be purfued, it is but too evident, 
that the general fenfe of the proprictors, when they honoured me with their folicitation 
to accept of this government, will be baffled and delayed, if not totally eluded by their, 
fervants. 

‘¢ To eftablifth a country-government, to fecure the commercial intereft, and to perpe- 
tuate the revenues of the Company; to form the military, and to amend the civil de- 
partment, thefe will be the objects of our ferious attention. By this Committee I fhall 
hope to fee thefe important matters completely regulated, before [ refign the govern- 
ment, and you know that my intention is to remain in it no longer than my afiiftance 
may be thought necefflary towards accomplifhing thefe great and falutary purpofes. 

* I fhall now only repeat what you have often heard me declare, that I totally dif- 
claim avy emolument to myfelf. I will not add to my fortune one fingle rupee by 
the opportunities I might have, as Governor. On the other hand, be affured, that 
every advantage to others, confiftent with my ideas of the Company’s honour and inte- 
reft, fhall be promoted to the utmolt of my power herc, and influence at home. 

(Signed) CLIVE.” 





« ‘To this letter, from the Right Honourable the Prefident, Meffrs. Sumner and 
< Sykes agreed to deliver in an anfwer at the next meeting of the Committee.”’ 


« Ata Seleét Committee held the 11th May 1765, 


Prefent, The Right Honourable Lord Clive, Prefident, 
William Brightwell Sumner, and 
Francis Sykes, Efquires. 


“ To the Right Honourable Rofert Lord Clive, Prefident of the Seleét Committee. 


< My LORD, z 
“ The fituation of the Company’s affairs which you have defcribed, and the mea- 
fures propofed by your Lordfhip for retrieving them, are perfectly agreeable to our 
fentiment$. We are fenfible of the difficulty of eftablifhing order and tranquillity where 
anarchy and confufion have fo long pervailed ; but the experience we have of your 
Lordfhip’s great abilities, the fteadinefs with which we have feen you encounter danger 
and difficulty, and the regard we are fenfible you have for your own honour and the 
intereft of the Company, encourage us to hope for the moft fortunate ifue to the pro- 
ceedings of the Select Committee. 
D « The 
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that had been folemnly entered into but a fhort time before, wieh 
the Prince Shah Allum, the Rajah Bu/wantfing, and the Nabob Najim 
al Dowlah; with aluming to themfelves the entire adminiftration of 
all affairs, civil, judicial, commercial, and political; annulling the 
legal powers of the general Council, and rendering it’s members 
mere * cyphers, * 
1e 


** The fentiments which your Lordbhip is pleafed toentertain of our attachment to you, 
and to the interefts of our Employers, are juft. We will, my Lord, exprefs ourfelves 
with freedom dn every fubjeét that regards the Public; but we can never be wanting in 
temper and decency where we entertain fo much refpect. Weare urged, my Lord, by 
the moft powerful motives to that unanimity which you recommend. The prefent un- 
happy fituation of the Company's affairs arifes more from the diffenfions than the incapa- 
city of thofe gentlemen into whofe hands your Lordfhip refigned the government. It will 
be our ambition to approve ourfelves deferving of the truft repofed in us by the Company, 
to aliit your Lordthip with our utmoflt abilities to fulfil the hopes conceived from your 
prudence and capacity, and to enable you to return, as ycu ardently wifh, to your native 
country, with the fatisfaction of having baffled the malice of faction, rendered commerce 
flourifhing, and peace permanent ; and the peculiar honour of raifing the Company’s af- 
fairs in Sengal, a fecond time, from that defperate ftate into which they were funk through 
the luxury and corruption that prevailed among their fervants. 

We have the honour to be, 
Mr LorpD, 


Fort William, Your Lordfhip’s moft obedient 
the Sth May 1765. and moft humble fervants, 


(Signed) W. BRIGHTWELL SUMNER, 
FRANCIS SYKES.” 


* Mr. Ferel, when a Member of this Committee, made no objection to the annulling 
of the treaties which exifted in 1765, when Lord Clive: arrived, without confulting the 
Council. But his opinion was different in the year 1760, upon the revolution in favour 
of Meer Coffim, when he himfelf was a-_Member of the Council, and not confulted by the 
Seleét Committee. See his opinion, as recorded in the following proceedings. 


Fort William, the 8th November 1760. 
At a Confultation, prefent, 


The Honourable Henry Vanfittart, Efq; Prefident, 
William Eilis, 

William Brightwell Sumner, 

Harry Verelfi, ~" 

Harry Smyth, 

Samuel Wajler, and 

Culling Smith, Efquires. 

Mr. Macgwire indifpofed. 


“ Mr. Verel/? begs leave to obferve, that the board have been kept, till now, intirely 
ignorant of the proceedings of the Seleét Committee relating to the prefent revolution, 
* and their motives for it; he therefore cannot pretend to judge how far fuch a ftep was 
** necefflary ; but thinks, that in an affair of fuch immediate confequence to the Com- 

pany’s 


mined on b 
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The late eftablifhment at Banaras, which had but juft been deter- 
a former Governor and Council, as expedient and bene- 


ficial for x f Company’s affairs, was foon judged, by the new 
comers, to be neither neceffary or ferviceable : and thcy accordingly 
refolved to withdraw the factory, without the examination or proof 


pany’s eftate in thefe parts, the moft mature confideration of the whole board fhould 
have been firft had ;—that a treaty, executed in the moft folemn manner, fubfifted be- 
tween Meer Jaffier and us; the moft faithful adherence to which, as well as all other 
our engagements, has preferved that influence and power we have maintained ever fince 
the recapture of Calcutta ; a fteadinefs to which treaty made the Briti/b admired, nay 
even courted, by every Prince throughout thefe provinces, and has ever been fatal te 
the Prince apparent of the Empire, and many other diflurbers, who have hitherto weakly 
endeavoured to engage us to break through thofe folemn ties we were fworn to. As 
this fudden change muft alarm every one, to find us fo unexpeétedly breaxing through 


‘ all our engagements, which were fo public, reputable, and to the honour of the nation, 


he cannot be blamed, as a member of this board, for expreffing his diffatisfaétion, at 
being made a cypher of in fo critical a concero.” See Journals of the Houfe of Com- 


mons, Vol. XXXIII. Page 886. 


Without examining into the merits of the plea for fecrecy, upon Mr. Vanfttart’s revo- 


lution, it may be fafely afferted, fuch was the fituation of the country-powers in the year 


1765, that no good argument whatever can be adduced to prove a neceffity for confining 
the alterations then made to a Secret Committee. 


The reafons, however, of the noble Prefident, for transferring all power from the 


Council to the Secret Committee, may-be feen by the following 


Extraé from Lord Clive’s Minute, at a Confultation held the 24th June 1 765. 


“ When the General Court of Proprietors did me the honour to requeft my acceptance 
of this government, their affairs here feemed to be in a critical and dangerous fituation. 
‘The meafures I determined to adopt were fuch "as, from long experience, I knew to be 
effentially neceflary for the true intereft of the Company. But I alfo knew, that dif- 
fenfions in Council had often fruftrated the moft falurary purpofes, amd that # J bad 
confented to fit in this chair, poffeffing the authority of government equally with fifteen 
other gentlemen, the Company would have foon found themfelves difappointed in the 
hopes they were pleafed to entertain of my abilities to render them fervice: nor could 
it be expeéted that I fhould facrifice my health, forfake my family, and hazard my for- 
tune, to accept of a fituation in whigh J could neither acquire honour to my/felf, nor fulfil 
the wifhes of the Company. A felect difintereficd Committee, fuch as Inow have the 
happine/s of bcing joined with, was, I thought, the proper medium between abfolute 
ere vetted in a fingle perfon, and di/perfed in the hands of a whole board. > It may 
e remembered, that powers equally {trong and exfenfive were given to Mr. Vanfittart 
alone, and in cafe of his death, or abfence, to Mr. Spencer and four other genrlemen.— 
Lord Clive, Mr. Sumner, General Carnac, Mefirs. Verelf and Sykes, are they lefs to be 
trufted than thofe ? 
** ‘The ftate in which I found the civil and military affairs of the Prefidency, upon my 
arrival, fufficiently convinced me, that had not the power been lodged in the hands of 
a few, inevitable ruin would have foon been the fate of Bengal. Whether the power 
of government is cxercifed with lefs abilities, integrity, and difintereftednefs by the pre- 
fent, than it was by the late poffeffors of each, time will determine,” 
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of any fact, and without any information taken of the value of the 
object they were about to give * up for ever. In thort, at almoit 
every factory, and in every department, the whole fyftem of the 
Company’s bufinets was fo fuddenly obttruéted, fubverted, or 
changed, that the Natives faw, with equal furprize and contempt, 
that there was no ftability in the meafures of the Company, nor any 
dependance to be made on their public treaties. | 

His Lordihip and the Secret Committee fuddenly difcovered, that 
Calcutta was in as bad a ftate as Sodom or Gomorrah of old: that 
throughout Bengal, fuch was the general corruption of the fervants-. 
of the Company, that nothing could be met with, among them, but 
<< immorality, diffipation, luxury, rapacity, and venality 3° and that 
<e the fettlement, conducted as it was, could not have fubfified + another 
“c tgewelvemonth.”” ‘They farther difcovered, that there were none 
holy to be found, to fave this Gomorrazh trom impending deſtruction, 
except their own Committee of feleét and difinterefted men. 

Such was the general purport of all the reprefentations fent home 
at this period, to the Court of Eaff Indi Direétors, by the noble 
Lord and his Committee ; who, from being enabled, by the fecrecy 
of their proceedings and correfpondence, to give what colour they 
pleated to every public tranfaction and every private charaéter, bce- 
came, in faét, the framers of the opinions of their conftituents, 
thereby obtaining from their credulity too many confirmations of 
thofe fulfome compliments which they were continually recording 
in approbation and praife of one another. 

But-in fact, on this Committee's firft affembling at Calcutta, they 
found, as hath been before obferved, the objeéts of their miffion al- 
ready accomplifhed. ‘The country was in peace; trade on a flourifh- 
ing footing, both internal and external, as well among Europeans as 
the Natives; the revenues weresn a ftate of improvement, and every: 
thing agreeable to what the noble Lord Cé/ve had heard and been con- 
vinced of on his way, when he wrote from Madra/s to his agents in 
London, to raife money for him by every means they could, and t n- 


* The Company were afterwards fo well convinced of the bad policy of giving up the 
zemindary of Bu/wantfing, that in the year 1771 they were very anxious to regain it, in 
exchange for the provinces of Korab and Mlababad. See Appendix, A, pape 257. 

+ See Lord Cilive's letter to the Direétors, of the 30th September 1765, Reports of the 
Honourable Houfe of Commons, vol. ILI. page 391; allo his Lordfhip’s letter to Sir Fo- 
Jeph Yorke, Appendix, A. Num. XI. pipe 4o. 

t See Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vot. IIT. page 313. See alfo a copy of the 
evidence at large, as taken upon this tran{uétion before a Commitiee of the Houie, Ap- 
pendix, A, Nun. X. pages 28 to 39. 
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vei it in INDIA Stock. The regular and gradual improvement of 
the revenues, from the fituation in which thev found the country ; 
the progrefiive melioration and extenfion of commerce; a legal in- 
quiry into fuch paft abuies as had exifted, and an equitable eftablifh- 
ment of regulations for future reformation, where reguifite, were 
works that required more time and attention thaa the Committee- 
gentlemen difcovered an inclination to employ in India : and nothing, 
therefore, remained tor them to do, in the great outlines of govern- 
ment, from which honour or emolument could be reaped, however 
unjuftly but upon fuch a new and chimerical ty{tem of government, 
as being neither to be defined or underftood, fhould beit ferve their 
fecret purpofes. 

The profeflions of the Secret Committee, therefore, of their own 
difinterc{tednefs and abhorrence of the rapid acquifition of wealth ; 
their affected accufations of the Company’s fervants in general, with 
their repeated reprefentations of the ftrong neceffity there was for 
immediately accomplifhing a thorough reformation, were no lefs in- 
jurious to the whole body, than fyf{tematically calculated to impofe 
on the Public and fuch Directors as were not in the fecret, by turn- 
ing their attention at home towards objects of no importance, asthe 

reat ends of purfuit from their miffion ; while they, the feleét men, 
built their own reputations upon the fervices, and their fortunes 
upon the ruin, of their fellow-fervants. 

The lawful profits to be acquired by a fair trade, when added to 
the licit emoluments of office, were deemed too fcanty and preca- 
rious for rewarding the merits of this confederacy of reformers, 
which gave occafion for the eftablifhment of the various commercial 
affociations taken notice of in the firit part of Confiderations, Sec- 
and which it is neceffary in this place briefly to recapitulate. 

The firft was the private monopoly, in * partnerfhip, which 
commenced in the beginning of Sune 1765, between Lord Chive, 
Meffieurs Sumner, Sykes, and Sipe es each one quarter part, for pur- 
chafing large quantities of falt, then in, the hands of priyate mer- 
chants: and in Auguſt 1765, the monopoly of inland-trade, in falt, 
beetle-nut, and tobacco, was eftablifhed ; which had been planned 
by his + Lordfhip during his voyage to India, and was afterwards 
adopted, becaufe, as the noble — and Select Committée 


. — the evidence of Meſſrs. Verelſt, Sumner, ard Sykes, Reposts, vol. III. pages 462 
and 463. 
t See Lord Ciive's letter of the tft February 1766. Ibid. page 472- 
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exprefied themfelves, they *** found, that to remove the INCONVE- 
“* NIENCIES of a free trade, it was neceffary to vef the whole in an 
excluive Company.—On this c{tablifhment it is to be remarked, 
that not only the drones and bees were all put on the fame footing, 
but his Lordfhip and the Scleét Committee-men took care likewile 
to fefec? and appropriate large fhares to themfelves. 

In farther purfuit of the ſy ſtein of reformation adopted by the Com- 
mittee, all gradation of rank to pofts of honour or emolument in the 
fervice was entirely broken through, on the pretence, as we mutt 
juppofe, of want of integrity ; for that a regard to capacity was out 
of the queftion may with certainty be inferred from a number of pro- 
motions that were then made, and even iome to the highcft ftations. 
In fact, every preferment was made from faction, private intercft, 
or mere pertonal attachment. . From the fuppofed want of honeft 
and capable men in Bengal, four + gentlemen, quite raw and unex- 
perienced in the affairs ot Bengal, aud totally unacquainted with the 
country-languages, were brought from Madra/s, and taken into 
Council; and Nir. Alexander Camshel/, a gentleman related to the 
Chairman of the Court of Direétors, was alio promoted to a feat at 
the board, to the great injury and univerial ditpuft of the Company’s 
fervants, notwithitanding a folemn declaration of the Court that he 
Was not to rife above the rank of his firit appointment. 

Another dfinterefled combination, which had becn engaged in, 
about this period, by the gentlemen of Council, was that of engrofi- 
ing the importation of cotton from the coaft of Malabar. ‘The ex- 
tent of their engagement in this merstorious buſineſs was to the 
amount of about three hundred thoufand pounds fierling, which was di- 
vided into fhares, Mr. Sumner holding two-eighths, and the reft be- 
tween Mefits. Vere/#, Watts, Ruffell, Kelfall, Ffloyer, and Aldenſoy. 


Ek 


Sce the 32d paragraph of a letter from the Select Committee at Bengal of the 30th 
September 1765, which was figned by Lord Clive, Mr. Sumner, General Carnac, Mr. 
Verelj?, and Mr. Sykes. Reports, vol. IV. page 183. 

+ Meffrs. Qaud Ruffell, William Alderfey, Thineas Kelfall, and Charles Ffleyer, The 
reaions for and again{ft thofe promotions are cuontaincd in the following Numbers of our 
Appendix, under the Letter A, viz. 


Num. XIII. The proceedings of the Sele&t Committee of the sth Nev. 1765, Page 41. 
KIV. Ditto of the 20th January 1766, « « >» = «© » «© & Ibid. 44. 

The memorial of the Conipany’s fervants at Bengal, . . + ibid. 48. 

XV. Aletter from Mr. George Gustavus Ducare l, e . «© « « Ibid. 51- 
XVII. Lord Clive’s letter of the 20th March 1766, . « « «+ «+ %IJIbid.120. 
XXIV. Ditto of the 12th December 1766, . . «+ «© + «+ «+ MIbid.14t. 
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On the merits of thefe engagements it may be alleged, with the 
greatef* truth, that, to a trading and manufaéturing community, 
no practices can be equally ruinous with thofe of monopolizing the 
neceflaries of life and the raw materials for trade or navigation. 
Yet fuch were the boaited merits of the felf-praifing and felf-denyin 
reformers arrived from FExglind and from Madra/s, who — 
in Bengal to check rapine, amend abufes, and reftore order by their 
own good é€xample. 

So tar it ts hoped this digreffion will be allowed as neceffary for 
giving information to the reader of the ftate of the Company’s fer- 
vice ac that time in Bengal, as conneéted with the writer’s cafe ; to 
which we now return. But it much grieves the narrator, that he is. 
here again, in his vindication, compelled to open fuch old fores afrefh, 
as he has long wifhed for ever healed. 

As foon as the appointments to Baudras were adjufted, in order to 
promote unanimity in that infant-fettlement, the parties agreed, be- 
fore they left Calcutta, by articles which they entered into on the 2rft 
November 1764, that all legal advantages derived from their ftations 
fhould be divided amongft i in fettled proportions, according to 
the eftimated diference of their refpective ranks in the Company’s 
fervice, Viz. 


To the Chief, Randolph Marriott, Eig; 3 


the {fecond in Council, WW sl/liam Bolts, — 
the third, Mr. John Graham, — 
the Afiittant, Mr. V iliam Marriott, = 5 

— 


And it was provided exprefsly in their agreement, * that in cafe the 
«< Prefident and Council of Fort William thould inveit the Chief with 
powers independent of his Council, for him alone to negociate a 
‘* treaty, or traniact bufinefs with Sujah al Dow/ah, or any other of 
the country-powers, the advantages which might accrue from the 
execution of fuch orders, fhould be his {ole property; but other- 
wife, that all advantages thould come under the terms of this 
agreement.” 
The ftipulations on behalf of the Company, with the princes of 
the country, were at this time condvéted by Mr. Randolph Marriott 
and Major Joba Carnac: but their Vimate agreements with Bu/- 
wanting, Rajah of Bandras, were not finally concluded tll the 2oth 
of 
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of February 1765. By thofe agreements the revenue for the year 
was fettled at a fixed ium, fo that the factory had no bufinefs with 
the interior collections for that year. All kinds of jurifdiction, civil 
and criminal, as exercifed in the offices of the Aumecen, Fowzdar, 
and Cxrewd/, together with the mint at Bandras, were likewife for- 
mally given up, on the part ot the Company, to the Indian 
government. 

Mr. Graham, the third in Council, had arrived at Bandras a con- 
fiderable time before the writer. Upon their arrival they refpeétively 
found, that the Chief’s Banyan, a Hindoo of a very intriguing dii- 
pofition, named Durgachurn Mote, in whom Mr. Marriott greatly 
confided, afluming the jurifdiction which had been formally given 
up on the part of the Company, decided arbitrarily, at his own houfe; 
on all matters that he could bring before him; whether they re- 
{pected the bufinefs of the revenues, or the offices of the Aumeen or 

utwiil, “They found alto, that the Chief had obtained a grant of 
the Bandras-imint, which he held on his owp account. 

With refpect to the juriidiction illegally exercifed by the Banyan, 
under the Chief, it was equally dilagreeable to Mr. Graham and the 
writer, as it made them appear extremely intignificare in the eyes of 
the natives. So likewife with refpeét tothe mint, it was infifted on 
by Mr. Graham, as well as by the writer, that if Mr. Marriott was 
permitted to hold it, all were intitled to their re{pective fhares of the 
emoluments which might ariile from it, by virtue of the joint agree- 
ment of the 21f{t November 1764. 

The firft public letter from Cjeneral Carnac to the Selet Com- 
mittee, advifing the reftoration of Sujah al Dowlah to his loft domi- 
nions, was dated the 26th May 1765 7 and in his letter of the * 17th 
June following he gives them the firft public hint, that the Zemin- 
dary of Bandras was at too great a diftance to be worth keeping ; but 
preiuming, as may be fuppofed, on his influence with Lord Ci/ive, 
he had given a promile to Mr. J/aac Sage, a young man who had but 
lately been taken into the fervice.as a writer, that he fhould be kept 
at Bandras in the quality of Refident, after the factory fhould be 
withdrawn,- long before thofe meafures were publicly adopted. Mr. 
Graham, apprized of the intended alterations, and aflured of every 
promotion that could be etteéted in his favour, by his particular 
friend Mr. Sumner, a membcr of the Secret Committee, withdrew 
from the factory in time to avai! himtelf of fuch lucrative and ho- 


* Sec this letter in the Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. III. page 419. 
nourable 
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nourable pofts as were kept im referve for him. He was firt 
piaced in an intermediate ftation, that of Secretary to the Com- 
mittee of Lands; from which he was foon removed to the Chief- 
fhip, or Refidency of Mirdnipore, and his partner, Mr. James Law- 
rell, was placed in his office of Secretary. 

It is not the writer’s intention, in this place, to refle&t on Mr. 
Hewvrell or Mr. Graham, both gentlemen of abilities, equal to any 
in the Company’s fervice ; but merely to inform the reader, that 
thofe appointments were made all in the higheft degree injurious 
to him, and contrary to the ufage of the fervice.‘ 

Mr. Graham, in view of what was far more advantageous, had 
left the writer to fettle the affair of the mint at Bandra:, with Mr. 
Marriott, as well as he could. Unfortunately, on the oth Auguft 
1765, a difpute happened between Mr. Marriott and him, relative 
to his having arrefted a native at Bundras, named Sadoololl; on 
which that gentleman, the very next day, hattily appealed to the 
board at Calcutta, complaining of this arret, as an infringement óf 
his authority as chief. This fudden and public appeal extorted, 
by way of recrimination, a complaint from the writer againſt Mr. 
Marriott, upon the fubjeéts of the mint held by him, and the jurif- 
diction exercifed by his banyan Durgachurn Metre. 

The moft perfpicuous and eftectual means of informing the 
reader of the true ftate of this attair will be to lay before him, at 
length, copies of all the letters and proceedings thereon, together 
with the decifion made by the Governor and Council of Calcutta, 
in the precife order of their occurring. And however unimportant 
thefe affairs may appear, prvmd facie, as private matters, yet, to the 
reader, who wifhes for information on Jazdia affairs, they will 
afford real information of the nature of the interior poliçe, and 
the adminiftration of juftice in Bengal and its connected provinces, 
under the government of the Company. 

But that this narrative may not appear too much interrupted by 
an infertion here of all the papers that paffed between thé contend- 
ing parties at Bundras, we have feparately collected their procced- 
ings at that fastory bv official confultations ; their refpcétive appeals 
to the Governor and Council at Culeutta, who recalled both parties 
to the Preiklency, and there arbitrarly and unjuftly did injure the 
Writer by every petlible means, alike as a trader and fervant of the 
Company ; together with the final decifions made, and the cenfures 
that were pefled on the eccation, by that fupreme board; and we 
have inferted them in our Aprendix under the Letter C, with con- 

junctive, 
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jyundtive, narrative, and explanatory notes, ror the information of 
the reader. | 

After the arrival of Mr. AMarrisit and the writer at Calcutta, the 
Prefident and Council kept them a long while in unreafonable and 
cruel fufpenfe. T'he board did not think proper to take up thts 
bufinefs, on which they had been cxprefiy call d down to Calcutta, 
until the isth Feérwsary 17663 in which interval, ttrict, though 
groundlefs inquiries, were tecretly made at vies for proofs of 
mifconduct againſt the writer, who, in tuct, had the whole Select 
Committee again{t him. 

Mr. Sumner was the avowed protector of Mr. Grabam, whofe 
fucceflive appointments were to be uninterruptedly fecured to him, 
under that gentleiman’s patronage. General Carnec was the parti- 
cular friend of Mr. Suge, to whom the factory at Bandras was to 
be given under the title of Refidencyv ; and Mr. Sykes was ftrongly 
attached to Mr. Marriott. “The writer having been formerly in 
partnerthip with Mr. Jobn Fobnflone, there was rea fon to think, how- 
ever unconnected in party-matters, that the triendly connexions 
which {till fubtifted between him and that much-injured gentleman, 
who had been in open contention with Lord C//ve and the Select 
Committee, did not influence the noble Lord in the writer’s favour: 
and much leis was it probable, that Mr. /’re//, who, through his 
I.ordthip’s manoeuvres, had the chair of Bengal in view, in preju- 
dice to Mr. Sumner, would thwart ſuch meaiures as Lord Chive and 
General Carzvze had determined upon.——The other members at 
the Council-board, at this time, aéted the parts of mere cyphers. 

Before this atinir came on to be canvafied at the Board of Coun- 
cil, the writer waited on feveral of the members, who acknowledged 
that his caute was juft, and his pleas for going back to Bandras iv his 
former ftation, or che to have the Refidency, in preference to Nir. 
Sage, were well founded.—Indced, one gentleman informed him, 
that ** the leis he faid on the affair, the better it would be for 
« bim:” and another member of the Council þonefily declared to 
him, that ‘¢ as he knew Lord C/ive had a bank over him, he fhould 
s% not venture to give his fentiments in oppofition to any opmion 
‘< of his Lordfhip’s.” 

In this difpofition of the Prefident and Council, on the 17th 
February 1766, the affair bety. cen Mr. Marriott and the writer was 
takeh into confideration, when, after reading all the written evi- 


dence, and examining the parties, viv voce, the board were pleafed 
= £0 
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to pafs their * judgment, * that Mr. Marriott was highly culpable 
“* in renting the mint, but they humbly hoped, that, in confidera- 
Ú tion of his gencral good character? the Company would be fatif- 
** fied with reftitution, and take no further notice of the.affair.” 
And with refpect to the writer, they “$ judged him highly deferving 
“* of cenfure tor the difrefpeét he was guilty of towards his Chiet, 
*¢ in taking upon himfelf to arref{t Sadoo/ol/; nor did they allow him 
“* any merit in the difcovery of the mint-farm, as there was reafon,” as 
they faid, ‘* to believe be was too much influenced thereto, from his being 
“* refufed a fhare therein by Mr. Marriott.” 

But*before we proceed to comment on what has been juft related 
or referred to, it may be neceflary to inftance fome other meaturcs 
which have an intimate relation to the fubjeét before us. 

In the insrRucTions which the Sele Committee pave to Lord 

Chive, dated the 211t June 1765, for re ulating his condu& at the 
perfonal interview then intended with Re Nabob Sujah al Dowlah, 
for the purpofe of ref{toring that Prince to his dominions, one + para- 
graph was penned as follows: 
‘ It will be neceflary, however, that your Lordthip obtain a ful 
grant, in the fulleſt terms, for carrying ona free-trade through his 
“© dominions, with the privileges of eftablifhing factories wherever 
“¢ we fhall think proper, to which thall be annexed fuch contiguous 
‘ lands and diftricts as may be found neceflary to the convenience and 
** fupport of the fettlements. We mean without charge to Sujah al 
“<< Dow/lah, or diminution of his revenues. But the keeping of Chu- 
‘“ nargur and other ftrong holds, and protecting our commerce by 
a military power, is a meafure concerning the expediency- of 
<< which your Lordthip will judge, from a further inquiry into cir- 
s cumftances.”’ 

In confequence of this inffruéivon, although the queftion then was, 
not what the vanquifhed Nabob would grant, but what fhould be 
given, or reftored to him, it was — ſtipulated, by Lord Clive 
and General Carnac, in the 8th article of the freaty of the t 16th 
Augufti 1765, that his Highnefs <‘ fhould allow the Engli/b to carry 
‘© on a trade, duty-free, throughout she wAz/e of his dominions.” And 
in order to fecure the attachment of Bulwanifing, and to guard him 
againſt the refentment of this Nabob, whom he had betrayed in the 
time of action, by the sth article, his Zemindary was tecured to him 

* See this judgment at large in the Appendix C. page 33%. 

+ Reports, vol. IIL. page 422. 

4 Confiderations, &c. vol. i. Appendix, rage 28. 
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under a fixed annual fum, which, in faét, made him more dependent 
on the Calcutta Government than on the Nabob to whom they chofe 
to make him tributarv. After the adjuftment of this freaty, it was 
fugeefted bv his Lordfhip and the General, that the Nabob had ap- 
peared extremely averie to the eftablifhment of faétories in his domi- 
nions; and although itis plain, that, confidering the Nabob’s depen- 
dent fituation and the diftinét jurifdiction of the Rajah, thofe objec- 
tions, if any fuch were really made, could not in reafon have been 
applied to the Company’s factory before eftablifhed at Bandras, never- 
tnelefs, this — was afterwards ufed as an argument to juftify 
the propriety of the Committee’s withdrawing that factory; not- 
withitanding the zreaty of Auguſt 1765 continued in full force, and 
was even confirmed by a new * one. 

In like manner, asif to give a fanétion to the injuftice that was in- 
tended to be practifed towards the writer, in the tranfaction now un- 
der diicuffion, at a Seleé&t Committee held the 29th Odtober 1765, it 
was entered on the Company’s records, that Sujab al Dowlah had 
complained, in a letter received by the noble Pretident on the 28th 
Ogicher, + ** that the bufinefs of his government met with great in- 
** terruption from fhe gentlemen of the Engli/bh factory at Banédras ;” 
thereby recording on their proceedings, a faét injurious to the writer 
as fecond of that factory, which had not the leaft foundation in 
truth ; fince the letter before them appeared to contain a complaint in 
which Mr. Marriott t alone was concerned. And in the fentence 
pronounced by the board again{t.the writer, on the 17th February 
1766, his information of Mr. Marriotts holding the mint at Banaras 
was diftinguithed by the appellation of a DISCOVERY, although, on 
the face of the proceedings before that very board, it appeared, that 
the noble. Prefident had been informed of the faét by a letter from 
Mr. Marrrott himſelf, dated in § Fuse 1765, as well as by the above- 
mentioned letter from Sujah al Dowlah, in October following; with- 
out holding any government-proceedings thereon. 

‘There had been no public order of Council as yet made for with- 
drawing the factory at Banaras, and therefore the writer applied 
to the board for lcave to return to his ftation while the factory 
might be continued ; or, if it fhould be withdrawn, to remain there 


* Daicd the 29th November 1768. S-c Journals of the Houfe of Commons, vol. 
XXXI. page 9409. 
t Sce Appendix C. pape 330. 
f Ibid. -pages 331 and 342, 
$ Itid. page 31411. 
a3 
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as Refident until the payment might be compleated of the fifty 
lacks which Suwjah al Dowlah had agreed to give, upon being re- 
{tored to his loft dominions; in pledge for payment whereof, he 
had depofited two large chefts of very rich jewels, which were left 
at the factory under charge of Mr. Sage. But although the affair 
between Mr. Marriott and the writer had been finally adjudged by 
the. Council, on the 17th February 1766; yet, as if the injuftice 
of the judgment then given was not fufficient, on this occafion, his 
late * conduct at Bandras, which had been rather i 

than 


* At a Confultation held at Calcutta the 24th February 1766, prelent, 


The Right Hon. Robert Lord Cliue, Prefident, 
Brigadier General Jobn Carnac, 

Harry Verelĝ, 

Francis Sykes, 

Ranidelph Marriott, 

Hugh Watts, 

Claud Ruffell, 

William Alderfey, 

Thomas Kelfall, and 

Charles Ffloyer, Efquires. 


“ Mr. Bolts fends in a letter, requefting permiffion to return to Banáras in his former 
ftation, to fettle his concerns, as follows : 


*“ To the Right Honourable Robert Lord Clive, Prefident and Governor, &c. Gentle- 
men of the Council. 


“ My Lord and Gentlemen, 


* It is now upwards of four months, fince, m confequence of the-wunhappy difputes 


at Banariis, you were pleafed to give orders to Mr. Marrictt and myfelf to repair to 
Calcutta, and deliver over to the prefent provifional Refident, the charge of the factory 
during our abfence. As the bufinefs upon which we came down is now finifhed, on my 
Own part I am to acquaint your Lordfhip, @&c. gentlemen, that I am now ready, and 
only want your permiflion to repair back to my ftation, begging you will pleatc fvon 
to favour me therewith, that I may return to my family, from which I have been to 

long abfenr. | 
** Should the faétory be continued, I am perfeétly fatisfied with my prefent rank, as 
fecond, but in cafe the prefent cftablifhment of Chief and Council be abolifhed, and only 
2 gentleman, under Council, continued as Refident till the remainder of the Tunkhaw 
money be recovered, I have further to requeft, that I may be continued there. I humbly 
hope, from your impartiality, that in fuch cafe this will not only be efteemed my righr, 
fron my rank in, and the rules of the fervice ; vut that, in confideration of my family 
a fo, you will cfteem it an equitable indulgense, when it is confidered, that was F 
permiucd to return to Banaras to fettle my private concerns and bring my family down, 
acting during my ftay in a private capacity only, at a factory where I have been 
re{pccted in a public character, it would prove greatly prejudicial to my affairs, and 
highly 
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than blamcable, was again brought on the carpet, as a pretence to 
juttity the unparalleled indignity of putting the fecond in Corneil 
under the coinmand of Mr. Sage, a writer at that factory. 

Ata fubfequent confultation, held on the 3d March r766, Mr. 
Marriott, who, as hath been fhewn by the proceedings referred to 
in the lait note; had now taken his feat at the board, cntered a 
minute in his juftification, on the ſubject of their fentence, and 
praying, that the Prefident and Council would take the matter 
into further contideration, and mitigate the feverity of the cenfure 
which they had pafled upon him: and again, on the 23d-November 
1766, he wrote them another letter on the fame fubje&t. But 
though the board were pleafed to take no notice of Mr. Marriott’ s 
minute, or letter, yet, that nothing may be thought omitted which 
could be produced, in vindication of either party, they are alfo in- 
derted in the * Appendix. 

The gentlemen of the Council who had flattered the writer 
with hopes of efpoufing his caufe as an aét of juitice, at the contul- 
tation of the 17th February 1766, either changed their minds, or 
had not the fpirit to record their diffents. The reader muft have 
obterved, that he was not cenfured upon any proved fact, but for 
what the Right Honourable the Prefident and his Council were 
pleafed z2 think, ** they had reafon to believe INFLUENCED Ais COn- 
‘< duci.” And as to difrefpe€&t towards the chief at Bandras, confi- 


dering all jurifdiction as formally given up by treaty to the Indian- 
overpment, the chief was equally as re{ponfible to the country- 
aws as the writer; the.officers of that government alone having a 
right to complain, if injured. 


With refpeét to the firft feizure of the merchant, 


Sadoololl, by 
peons, the writer had fufficiently accounted for it 


in his + letter 
highly injurious to that reputation which ever 
fupport in the eyes of the country people. 
I am, with the greateft refpect, 
My Lord and Gentlemen, 
Fort Willian, 


Your moft obedient humble fervant, 
the 2.ft February 1766, (Signed) WILLIAM BOLTs.” 


y gentleman in the fervice would chufe to 


The faid letter being read, 

“ "The board do not think Mr. Bah: intitled to the indulgence he requefts J hi 
Jate condué? at Banaras, but that he may have rmiffion to return i p: i — 
to fettle his affairs till the firft of Fuly next.” ie SA A PSSVate Capacity 

» See Appendix C. Number XXIII. and XXIV. 

+ Ibid. page 304. 


to 
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to the board of the 12th Augu 1765. His conduét in that tranf- 
ation was irreprehenfible ; and leaft of all men did it become Mr. 
Ferel, who fat in judgment on the writer for that affair, which 
was concluded during the government of his predeceflor, to briug 
it again on the carpet. Yet it is upon the faéts here fully ftated, 
that Mr. Vere/f, in order to miflead and prejudice the uninformed 
reader, has inferted thefe words: * «< In the year 1765, we find 
“< him GBolts) exercifing fummary jurifdiction zz Ais ovon caufe, and 
s confining a merchant for three days, whom, at length, he was 
= compelled to releafe. "This appears from his own letters entered 
‘s in the confultations of the Council in February 1766. He was 
<* {oon atter this /e/pended from his appointment at Bandras, &c.’” 

Upon every other fact alleged againit the writer, Mr. Vere/? has 
induitrioufly given partial extracts of letters, or proceedings, to 
give a colour of truth te his afiertions. Here he has rudently ſup- 
prefled the whole, although, being a party to the judgment, ka 
was entirely mafter of the tubjeét. 

If the writer's conduct relative to this affair, but particularly the 
firft feizure of Sadoolol/ by peons, fhould in. the mind of any unpre- 
judiced reader, {till require a further vindication; let him read what 
the Committee of Secrecy of the Honourable Houfe of Commons 
have been pleafed to report on the fubjeé of this + praétice. If 


* Verelf’s View, Ùc. page 39. 

+ ** Your Committee having inquired in what manner the Eng/i/b Company, or itə 
s fervants, ufed to — ——— during the ancient govérnment, to compel payment of their 
‘* debts from any of the natives now refiding under the-Briti/b flag, they werc informed 
** by feveral of the witneffes, that where the debtor was a perfon dependant on, or con- 
‘* nected with the Company, in the courfe of commerce, and refiding (as thofe perfons 
** generally did) in the neighbourhood of any of the Company’s fettlements, the general 
** practice was, to lay hold of his perfon ty their own authority, without applying to 
« any court, or officer: of the government; that they fomctimes ventured to exercife 
+“ the fame right even where the debtor did not fall under that defcription; but that 
«< this was an abufe, though generally overlooked by the government. ‘That in the 
‘* former cafe, the government tacitly allowed and countenanced the praétice of feizing 
** and detaining the debtor, it being much the difpofition of the government to give all 

poflible encouragement to the Europeans, from whofe commerce their country then 
‘s derived [uch confiderable advantages. In cafes where it was not thought prudent to 
« proceed in this manner, the only remedy was by application to the government; but 
‘* your Committee were informed, that there was feldom occafion to make we of either 
“ of thefe ways to compel payment of any debt to the Company, or its fervants, for 
€ that the perfons dealing with them, reaped fo .such benefit from that connexion, that 
s: there ido arofe any difpute between them.” 

‘* Your Committee were further informed, that the French, and Dutch exereifed the 
4 fame privilege of feizing their debtors, and had even contifued the praétice after the 
Companyꝰs acquifition of the Dewannec."” See Reports, vol. IV. page 325. 


prefled 
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preffed for an excufe, in juftification of a conduét directed by no 
law or ufage; the writer might fay in the very words of Mr. 
erell, * ** without examining my own conduét by rules which 
<< were not formed for the {cene in which I aéted, it will fully 
e fatisfy my ambition, if, to the candid and difpafiionate, I fhall 
“ appear to have puriued the intcrefts of my employers; to have 
< re{pected the rights of others, and to have deferved the chara¢ter 
of an honeft man.” Or, in the fame gentleman’s words, we 
might condemn the ideas of thofe perfons + ** who will eftimate 
« our conduét in the government of Bengal by the rigid*letter of 
« thofe laws which the more perfect polity of Great Britain can 
é alone admit.” 

But the writer is not reduced to the neceffity of availing himfelf of 
fuch fubterfuges to palliate an invafion of the rights of mankind; for 
the fact was, that the Cutwál, to whom he nad applied, hetitated to 
appear in the exercife of the jurifdiction of his own office, from his 
fear of the chief’s banyan. The writer’s acting, therefore, at all 
in this affair, which was the firft and laft of the kind in which he 
was ever concerned, was in his capacity of fecond in Council at 
Bandras, in reality, more with a view of wrefting from the banyan, 
Durgachurn Metre, the jurifdiction he had affumed, and of reftoring it 
to the Curw2d/, who alone had a legal right to exercife it, than from 
any other motive whatever. . 

When the reader has confidgred the whole tenor of the conduét 
of the Governor and Council towards the writer, throughout this 
tranfaction, he will not be furprized when informed, that the exa- 
minations contained in the f proceedings held at Bandéras, by which 
the writer had eftablifhed all his faéts, and upon which his joitifi- 
cation moft materially depended, although read at the board, were 
neither incorporated with the proceedings of the Council, NOR TRANS- 
MITTED HOME TO THE CourRT oF EAst INDIA DIRECTORS, as 
is the invariable ufage of the fervice. Whether this fupprefiion was 
occafioned by any fecret enemy of the writer, or fome fecret friend 
of Mr. Marriott, may be difficult to difcover. But moft probably 
this, as well as the partiality of the public proceedings on this 
occafion, with refpect to the writer, did ferve to confirm, in the 
ideas of fome of the Directors, the general and favourite pofitions 


* Vexelf’s View, Ge. pape 131. 
+ Ibid. page 1305 
t Sve Appendix C. pages 321 to 32g, 
2 ef 
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or the Select Committee, b adding one more to THEIR LIST of 
unprofitable, or fufpeéted Kvanta: eípecially as that Court was 
afterwards pleafed implicitly to * confirm the unjuft fentence of the 
Prefident and Council at Calcutta. 

Soon after the board’s fecond judgment of the 24th February 1766, 
the writer returned to Banaras, under the indignity impofed on 
him, to put his mercantile concerns in a way that might enable 
him to leave them to the management of his agents, after he fhould 
guit the country, to refide at Calcutta, in Pane | ere to the orders of 
the board. But before we proceed further in this narrative, it is 
neceflary to explain the nature, extent, and confequences of the 
trade which the writer carried on in the provinces otf Owd and Ila- 
habad; firit premifing, that the whole of his faid trade was ftritly 
legal, according to the laws and ufages of Hindofan, and equally 
conformable to the exifting regulations of the board at Calcutta, the 
uniform ufages of the Company, and the orders of the Ea? India 
Directors, befides being highly beneficial to the Company’s affairs ; 
as the reader will fee incontrovertibly demonttrated in the courfe of 
thefe difcuffions. | 

The firft concern of confequence was his importing, at Banaras, 
to the amount of near twenty thoufand pounds Ae iog worth of 
woollens, and other Brit/b ítaple-commodities, which he had pur- 
chafed at the Company’s public auétions in Calcutta. 

The tecond was his manufactories of faltpetre, which he had 
eftablifhed at great expence and rifk, in many places where that 
article was never before produced; for the more effectual profecu- 
tion of which, he had purchafed of Méfirs. Randolph and William 
Marriott, and d/aac Sage, all the advances which they had made 
for this article, paying them /eventy-five per cent. clear profit on the 
fums they had difburted. 

The third was his manufactories of ophium, which, from en- 
couraging the cultivation of that drug in grounds where it had 
never been planted before, he increafed to fuch a degree as to make 
them produce him three hundred chefts in one teaion. 

The fourth was the importation of cotton from a diftant coun- 
try, in an unufual track, down the river Fuse into Bengal; which 
he alfo carried on to the extent of ten thouiand pounds fterling ca- 
pital amount of cotton imported in one feafon. 


* See Appendix C. Number XXV. page 340. 
1 The 
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The fifth was, of diamonds, which he imported in a direst 
channel from the mincs of Panna and Chudderpoor, being at the 
diftance of above fevén hundred miles from Ca/cutia.—The writer 
confidered, that by giving the merchants proper encouragement, ıt 
would be as eafy to direét the courfe of that valuable trade to Ba- 
náras, as to Madra/s, which had for many years been the efta- 
blithed mart for them. It was the writer who firft opened this 
direct channel among the Eve/ifh in Bengal; and the good treat- 
ment which the merchants experienced from him in this traffick, 
brought him a complimentary letter from Hindooput, the Rajah of 
the country. 

‘The reader will perceive, that all thefe valuable branches of trade 
were carried on by the writer, <‘ beyond, or without the provinces of 
t4 Bengal, Bahar, and Oria.” Andit muft likewife at firft fight ap- 
pear evident, that they all ftrongly tended to promote the intereits 
of the Company. | 

The frf, becaufe it was extending, in a confiderable —— the 
Company’s imports, and particularly thofe from England, highly 
advantageous to this kingdom. 

The fecond and third, becaufe the increafed importation of falt- 

etre and ophium into Babar and Bengal, would tend to the mak- 
ing of thofe commodities cheap where the Company have moft oc- 
calion for them. 

The fourth, becaufe it was a new channel of fupply for cotton, 
on the abundance of which article, at the provincial markets, de- 
pended the cheapnets, goodnefs, and full fupply of the callico-manu- 
factures, the great ftaple of the Company’s affumed dominions: and 

_ The ffth, becauie it was opening a new branch of trade in 
diamonds, which was furnifhing an important additional means for 
remitting private fortunes to Europe, with advantage to the Com- 
pany, initcad of being injurious, as almoft every other was. 

When Lord Clive was at Bandras, in the beginning of Auguſe 
1765, the writer communicated to him the plan he had formed for 
the bringing of diamonds directly from the mines, to which he 
had already fent an agent. His Lordfhip approved of the fcheme, 
and verbally agreed to take a concern in it; but foon afterwards, 
ío far altered his mind as toa quit his engagement, and undertake 
the engrofiling of it to himtelf; for which purpofe he e{tablifhed 
Mr. Jobn Chamier as his agent at Bandras. By a letter, dated the 
4th of October 1765, his Tordik informed the writer, that he 
had given over all thoughts of purchafing diamonds ; but at the 

tıme 
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time when that letter came to hand, the writer was fhewn, by 
Nir. Chamer, other letters from his Iordfhip, in which he had 
given that gentleman, as his * agent, orders to make very large 
purchaices of them, while, at the fame time, he cautioned him zo 
be aware of Bolts. 


This was fufficient information to the writer of what he had to 
expect. + Ditiembling, however, his real fentimrents, on the noble 
Lord’s giving up his intended fhare, the writer kept on his own 
account, the } parcels purchafed by the agent firſt employed, and 


* Toa charge again{ft Lord Clive, tranfmitted to him by the Ea? ndia Dire€tors, 
his Lordthip, on the 30th March 1772, aniwered, in the Honourable Houle of Com- 
mons, as follows: 

“ “Lhe fecond charge againft me is a monopoly of diamonds: and this alfo I get rid 

“ of ina few words. There are only two channels by which a fervant of the Company 
“ can, with propriety, remit his fortune. The ore, by paying the money into the 
treafury in Jndia, and receiving bills upon the Company, payable in England; the 
** other, by diamonds. 
“ By the acguifiticn of the Dewannee, and the fuccefsful endeavours of the Select 
Committee, the Company’s treafury was /9 rich, that we could not have been juftified 
“ in drawing bills upon the Company. It was necef"iry I fthould, in fome mode, re- 
mit the amount of my japucer. For this purpofe, and for this only, Z/ent an agent 
“Santo a diflant and independant country, to make purchates of diamonds. ‘hoje 
< diamonds were not fent home clandeftinely ; I caufed them to be regiftered ; I paid 
the duty upon them; and thefe remittances, upon the whole, turn out three fer cent. 
worfe than bills of exchange upon the Company. This is alll know of a mono- 
*¢ poly of diamonds.” See his Lordfhip’s fpeech, printed for 7. Walter, page 9. 


t See the following letter to Mr. Strachey, who was then Lord C/ive’s Secretary. 


‘“< To Henry Straciey, Elg; 
So ke (eee 

“ I was duly favoured with your letter of the 7d inftant, as alſo one from his Lord” 
fhip, dated the 4th. As his Lordfhip has given over all thoughts of invefting his 
money in diamonds, I alfo have entirely fet afide that fcheme, for my fole motive in that 
undertaking would have been to render myfelf ferviceable to him. I myfelf fhould 
not have bought a fingle ſtone, nor have offered to take a fmall concern, only his Lord- 
fhip, in his converfation with me, told me he thought it would be beft for me to hold 
a {mall fhare. The trifle I have purchafed, I fhall have the pleafure of fhewing to his 
Lordfhip in Calcutta. 

‘¢ In confequence of the orders of the board, as foon as I get a Bu-’gerow, which I 
am daily in expectation of, I fhall fet off for Cahkutta. 

I am, ©c. “et. 
Banaras, the 290th O&. 1765. (Signed) WILLIAM BOLTS.” 

F The firt diamonds fent to England, from this new channel of communication, were 
of thefe parcels obtained by the writer, who was not fo unfuccefsful in his remittance, 
as the noble Lord fays he was in thofe which hé engaged in. They were fold in London 
in the year 1766, by Mr. Abraham de Paiba, who declarcd them to be, upon the whole, 
fiftcen fer cent. better than the affortments that were then received from Madra/Js. _ 

2 relinquifhed 
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relinquifhed the trade; which his Lordthip, by his own agent, then 
engaged in, with the affiftance of the very fervants whom the writer 
had employed, and by the track of correfpondence which he had 
opened. 

"in the month of July 1766, his Lordthip and General Carnac paid 
another vitit to the Nabob Sujab al Dowlah; who, with the Rajah 
Bulwanifing, met them on the borders of the Bahar province, at 
Chupprah. Strong injunétions were there made to the Nabob for 
imipeding the writer’s trade, and even for compclling him to quit 
the province of Buandras 3; and it was alfo recommended to the Rajah 
to lodge complaints againft him. But the Nabob having a ptrfonal 
regard for him was, equally with the Rajah, averfe to the doing 
hım fuch an injury: on the contrary, intelligence was immediately 
ient from Chupprah to the writer, then at Bandras, of the fecret 
meafures that were thus in purfuit againít him. Soon after this, an 
order, evidently proceeding from private inftiuétions that had been 
ient from Chupprah, was iflued by the board at Calcutta to Mr. Ifaac 
Sage, the Refident at Bandras, dire&ting him, on three days notice, 
to fendthe writer down to Calcutta by force: and about the fame 
time, Mr. Sage likewife received private inftructiofis for caufing a 
ftop to be put to his bufinefs. In confequence of fuch inftruétions, 
on the evening of the 21ft Auguf 1766, Mr. Sage, in company with 
Lord Cve's agent, Mr. Charnier, then at Bandras, waited upon the 
Rajah Bufwvantfinge, at his houte called Durgakoon, and ordered him 
to put a ftop to all the writer’s mercantile bufinefs ; which, how- 
ever, the Rajah was fo far from complying with, that he immedi- 
ately {fent him private intchligence thereof, with the ftrongef{t marks 
of his difapprobation of fuch treacherous meafures. 

For the public proceedings of the board at Calcutta on the before- 
mentioned occafions, not to iwelf our Appendix to an enormous fize, 
we beg leave to refer the reader to the copies of the papers contained 
in the * notes hereunto fiubjoined ; only reminding him thar fuch iv- 

verity 
* Ata Confultation held the 28th July 1766, prefent, 


William Brightwell Sumner, Efq; Prefident, in the abience of Lord Give, 
Harry a ereit , 
Randolph Marriott, 
tlueh Watts, 
Claud Rufet, 
illiam sficlerfey, 
Thomas Kel/all, and 
Charles Fflaycr, Efquires. 
Mr. Balts having exceeded the time limited in Confultation, the 24th Felruary 17:6 


** for his i¢cturn to Cutia from Baudras, Ordered 
> 
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verity was practifed towards no man in or out of the Company’s fer- 
vice, except the writer ; and that upon all occafions of other perfons 


sé 
aë 
ec 
ti 


being 


“ Ordered, That Mr. Sage, the Refident at that factory, be directed to inform him, 
that the board are difpleafed with the negleét he has fhewn to their orders. ‘That he 
is therefore to fend him down immediately ; and that unlefs Mr. Bo/ts arrives in Calcutta 
by the 28th 4uvuff, he will ftand difmiffed the fervice.” 


‘© To William Belts, Efq;. 
cr S J R, 


<* The Prefident and Council of Fort William being difpleafed at your exceeding the 
time limited for your.ftay at Banaras, direét that you leave this place in three days 
from the date hereof. “They likewife order me to acquaint you, that you are allowed 
to the 28th of this month to perform your journey to Calcutta; and that if you are 
not there at the above time, you from that day ftand difmiffed the Company’s fervice. 
Lam, SI R, 
Banaras, Your moft obedient fervant, 


the oth 4uguf? 1766. (Signed) ISAAC SAGE.” 


To the Right Honourable Robert Lord Clive, Prefident, Ec. Council of Fert William. 


“ My Lord and Gentlemen, 


“*« Mr. Sage has communicated to me your orders of the 28th July, refpeéting my ftay 
at Banaras, with the rigorous penalty of difmiffion from the fervice annexed, in cafe L 
do not arrive in Calcutta by the 28th of the prefeat month. By the feverity of the 
order it would appear your Lordthip, &c. Gentlemen apprehended I had ftayed inten- 
tionally beyond the time allowed me, and had contumacioutly difregarded the limit of 
abience with which I was indulged. But I affure you it was far otherwife; and that 
nothing but the abfolute and difagreeable‘neceflity I have been, and ftill am under, 
from the fituation of my concerns, could haye forced me to ftay an hour. beyond the 
time allowed me. E 
* When I left Calcutta, I was in hopes of being able to finih the Banaras affairs, I 
was then deeply engaged in, within the time allotted me. Since my arrival here, as 
Mr. Sage can teftify, I have been'no way deficient in my endeavours; which have been 
rendered fruitlefs, not only from want of time to prepare my goods, but from other 
difagreeable circumitances, by which even thofe I had ready have been detained. 
** In confequence of the late regulations, I applied to the fattory at Patna for duitucks, 
which were dented me; being told, in anfwer to my application, that duftucks were 
prohibited to be granted into Sujah al Dewlah’s dominions. On a fecond application, 
howevcr, they were granted, and only within thefe few davs paft I have reccived them. 
Iu the mean time my goods were detained, and duties have actually been collected on 
fome by Sujahb el Diwiah's officers. 
“ Now I have obtained the duftucks, by the feizure of boats for the tranfportation of 
the brigade, and other public cecafiors, I have been not only deprived of thofe 1 had 
procured, but am incapacitated from procuring others, ill tke tranfportation of the 
brigade to Patna be complesied. Moreover, there is no perilon here to whom I.-can 
leave the management and conclufion cf my own intricate affurs, any more than thule 
of my conftituer.*, whhontevident ritk of deftruction to the whole, from mifmanage- 
ment, as Well as tne raok of b:fing whatever might be left behiid after the rains, by 
© * troubles 
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being recalled from fubordinate factories to the prefidency, indule 
rences of time were allowed them, with the politenefs due to gen- 
tlemen, unattended with infults or forcible feizures. 


Before 


** troubles which may be apprehended in the country. So thatit would be highly inju- 
“ rious, not only to my ewn family concerns, but to thole of gentlemen concerned with 
‘¢ me, to abandon them now, fo near the period of their conclufion, when a very {mali 
« additional indulgence of time, no longer than to the beginning of October next, would 
‘¢ enable me to finifh, and to tranfport my effeéts and family to the Prefidency; which I 
‘« have hitherto found abſolutely impracticable, notwithftanding my moft ecarneft endea- 
c: vours. 

<< I trouble you, my Lord and Gentlemen, with this, otherwife needlefs detail of the 
‘s difficulties I labour and have laboured under, in order to hew what my delay has been 
** owing to, and to fatisfy you that I have been in no fhape wilfully culpable. 

s The fevere orders of your honourable board have flung me into a dilemma, which 
«& prefents me with nothing but ruin. If I quit my affairs, as ordered, it is evident ruin. 
« If I do not, and you, my Lord and Gentlemen, be inexorable, I am then difgraced 
& by your honourable board, which is equivalent toruin. 
“ Bak as clemency is no way derogatory of power, I Matter mylelf that, in confequence 
of my foregoing reprefentation, you will fill be pleafed to indulge me with leave to 
«< ftay at Banaras to the beginning of Oéfober next, and only put your rigorous refolves 
“« jn exccution upon my exceeding that time. 

« Be affured, my Lord and Gentlemen, that nothing but this fatal dilemma would 
& force me to run even the rifk of your difpleafure, much lefs actually to incur it. And 

when it is confidered, that I have now feveral years faithfully ferved the Company; 
that my -prefenot tranfgrefiton has not been wilful, but unavoidable ; and that the fame 
and greater indulgences have been frequently allowed to other gentlemen in fimilar 
fituations, I am bold to hope fomething may be remitted from the feverity of your de- 
** termination, and that-you will indulgently gratify my requeft. 

Banaras, I am, &&c. 
the 11th Auguft 1766. (Signed) WILLIAM BOLTS.” 


The proceedings of the board at Calcutta, upon the foregoing letter, were as follow: 


At a Confultation held the asth Yugu/?# 1766, prefent, 
The Bignt Honourable Robert Lord Clive, Prefident, 
Harry Verelj, 

Randolph Marriott, 
Claud Ruffell, 

William Alderfey, and 
Thomas Kelfall, Efquires. 


‘£ Received a letter from the Refident at Banaras, dated the 1 2th inftant, acknowledg- 
ing the reccipt of our letter of the 28th ultimo, inclofing a letter from Mr. Bolts, in 
* anfwer to our orders regarding him; acquainting us, that as he is not fenfible it is in 
a his power to comply with that part of our inftru€tions which requires him to take care 


Mr. Bolts does not exceed the time piefcribed, he fhall wait our further commands bc- 


e⸗ fore*he ventures to take a {tep in fo delicate an affair: 
mir Read a letter from Mr. Bolts, inclofed in the above letter from Mr. Sage, fetting 
orth his reafons for having ftayed at Banéras beyond the time we limited him to, and 


‘© requelting 
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Before this period, many other appointments, befides thofe already 
mentioned, were made of junior fervants to fuperior ftations, to the 
prejadice of the writer: by which it evidently appeared, that the 
Right Honourable Lord and his Committee deemed him, as they 
had reprefented the reft of the fervants, deficient in inteprity or 
abilities. But although they feemed carefully to avoid giving him 
an opportunity for exerting fuch poor talents as they thought him 
poMefied of, in any of the Company’s commercial departments, yet 
they fhewed it was their opinion, that he had fufficient Capacity and 
integrity for the adminiftration of juftice in one of his Majetty’s 
Courts of Juftice in Calcutta; becaufe, on the 11th of Auguft 1766, 


they elected and appointed him one of the Judges in the Mayor’s 
Court. 


While fuch indignities and perfecutions as have been defcribed 
were daily impofed on the writer, it was impoffible for him as a man 
unconfcious of guilt either in his public or private Capacity, to con- 
tinue any longer in the fervice of the Company. Soon after his re- 
turn to the Pretidency he therefore begged leave to refign their com- 
mercial fervice, in a letter, addrefled to the Right Honourable the 
Prefident and Council, dated the roth of November 1 7663 in which, 


notwithitanding the injuries he had received, he did not. forget the 


requetting us to indulge him with a longer ftay, to fettle his own and the affairs of his 
conftituents, which he reprefents to be extremely intricate. 


“* Agreed, We write in anfwer to Mr. Sage, that we did not imaginé him fo little ac- 
quainted with the nature of our orders as to be doubrful how far it behoved him: to put 
** them in execution. That notwithstanding what Mr. Belts alleges in his Jetter, we arg 
*« well affured that, inftead of making it his bufinefs to fettle his affairs at Banaras, 

which was the tole reafon of his being permitted to return thither, he entered into new 
“ concerns. That heis therefore to inform Mr. Bolts we are determined our orders fhall 
not be trifled with, and that he is to confider ħimfelf as fufpended the Company’s fer- 
« vice from the 28th of this month, for not complying with our pofitive injunctions for 
e his return to Ca/cutta. However, in confi 


) deration of the plaufible reafons he now for 
the firft time affigns, he is further to acquaint Mr. Bs/ts, that provided he arrives at 


Calcutta by the 10th Oéfcher, his {ufpenfion will be taken off; and if for this purpofe 
** he does not leave Bandras by the 1ft of Yétober, that he is to fend bim away by force.” 

With refpeét to the new concerns which, in this letter, the board fay they were atred 
the writer had entered into, there appeared nothing on their records to juítify the affer- 
tion. It is thercfore probable, that this paragraph was occafioned by fome private letter 
which the Prefident had received from his Agent, Mr. Chamier, at Banaras, who was 
one of the perfons that had in view the ectting polfetlion of cle writer's trade and manu- 
factorics. All the writer's concerns in 


in thofe provinces, at this time, were of old ftund- 
ing ; but it muft be remarked, that if the board’s 


; kea , affertion had been true, the writer was 
then under no public prohibition or refiraint, with 


reſpect to his mercantile tranfa&i è 
nor could any fuch have been legally impofed on him, j SRTA 


ref{pect 
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vefpect due to fuperiors. “he following is an cxtra& from his Ictter 
to the board on this oceation. 


* To the Right Honourable Robert Lord Chreoe, Prefident and Go- 
‘* vernor, and to the Gentlemen of the Council at Port /Fillram. 


<¢ My Lord.and Gettlhimen, 

“< I propofe going to Ixrafe as toon as I can fettle my ‘private 
** concerns, which bufinefs, together with the employment to 
“ which your Lordthip, &e. Geutlemen have been pleated to ap- 
** point me, as Alderman in the Mayor’s Court, will ingrofs the 
“¢ whole of my time. I therefore hereby requef{t permiffion to refign 
* the fervice of the honourable Company. Permit me at the fame 
** time to aflure my honourable matters, that I fhall ever moft hear- 
“© tily rejoice at the continued protperity or the Company, and retain 
‘ a due {enie of gratitude tor the indepencent fortune which their 
"e fervice has enabled me to acquire; a fortune which, I glory, has 
“© been gained by mdufiry and lawful trade alcne. Permit me further, 
“¢ my Lord and Gentlemen, to add my fincereft wifhes tor the fuc- 
‘% cefs of your endeavours to tecure the permanency of the great and 
“© advantageous acguilitions which our honourable employers at this 
** time enjoy; and believe me tobe, with the greateft refpea, 

My Lord and Gentlemen, 


Fort IT’ illiam, Your moft obedient humble fervant, 
the roth Nov. 1766. (Signed) WILLIAM BOLTS.” 


To which letter the following anfwer was returned : 


e To Mr. JV tllifam Bolts. 
= Si BR. 


‘s I am direéted by the Right Honourable the Prefident and 
** Council to acknowledge the receipt of your letter to them of the 
*¢ roth inftant, and to acquaint you, that your requeft to reign the 
s honourable Coinpany’s tervice is complied with. 

I ay. S LK. 
ek PU wk Your moft obedient fervant, 
(he 26th Nov. 1766. (Signed) WILLIAM ALDERSEY, Sec.” 


[t 
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It was about this time, according to * Mr. Verei, that the writer, 
a + virtuous zealot, at flurdy champion, and aj| patriot, commenced sis 
furious zeal for reformation. But while it is fabmitted to the judgment 
of the candid reader, how far any part of his conduét, which is now 
wholly laid before him, merits fuch reflections, the writer will pro- 
ceed to fay a few neceflary words on the alterations which had taken 
effe€&t, about this period, in the ftate of the private inland-trade; as 
particularly connected with his own cafe. | 

When the Right Honourable Lord C/ive and his Committee en- 
tered upgn regulating the inland-trade of the country, the writer, as 
hath been fhewn, was at Bandras.. It wasimpoffible to conceive the 
meaning of the various orders which they iflued at that period, re- 
{peCting commerce, in the Bengal provinces. But as, by the agree- 
ments of 4ugufi 1765, they had pretended to reftore the Nabob Sujah 
al Dow/ah and the Rajah Bul/wantfing to the pofieflion of the refpective 
diftriéts which they were pleafed to aflign them, if any faith could be 
placed in fuch agreements, thofe Princes were to be left to the go- 
vernment of their own territories; and confequently the rules or 
Laws of the Prefidency at Calcutta could no more be fuppofed to 
extend to Banaras, than to § Chima; whether they a@ed as Governor 
and Council, or as Nabob of Bengal.. 

But all the writer could know of.their orders upon this fubje@, at 
that diftance from Calcutta, .was from vague and uncertain reports. 
Their firft tep had been the ordering of all free-merchants, together 
with all European, Armenian, anc Portuguefe agents, from the interior 
country down to the Prefidency. The writer knew that Mr. Verei, 
then a member of the Select Committee, did, in the year 1764, give 


* Verelf’s View, Sec. page 39- + ‘Ibid. page 20. 

t Ibid. page 21. it ibid. page 40. 

§ This appears fo.felf-evident a conclufion, that it would be abiurd to require an argu- 
ment in fupport of it. Neverthelefs, to fhew what were the opinions of other old and able 
fervants of the Company, in a cafe exactly fimilar, we will here inform the reader, that 
when the Nabob Cofrm Ally Khawn attempted, by means of his Fowzdar, or Governor at 
Rangamatty (a place bordering on the kingdom of Mam to lay.reftraints on the trade of 
the Company’s fervants into and from that kingdom, the following were the words of a 
letter from Mefirs. Cartier, Senior, Leycefler, and French, then at Dacca, to the Prefident 
and Council at Calcutta, dated the roth January 1763, on that occafion : 

“ With refpect to “fim, we muft beg leave to obferve, that the Nabob, or his Fowzdar 
“ of Rangamatty, can have no more right to regulate the terms of our commerce with the 
“ natives of that country, than with thofe of China. AYU the power he exerts over our gomaf- 
‘* tahs is arbitrary and oppreffive ; and neither juftice nor@pcient cuftoms can warrant fuch 
“ abufes, or regrulate his officers in the collecting of taxes, although the whole dire¢tion is 
“ now referred to his Daroga (an under-officer) at Rangamatty. No duties have ever yet 
“ been paid on lacks, muggadhooties, and other goods brought from dam,” Se.. c. 


his 
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his * opinion in the ftrongeft terms in favour of employing European 
agents in preference tothe natives. “here was no proof of bad cen- 
duct given againft the gentlemen recalled ; and if any had been guilty 
of miidemeanors, it was unjuit to involve the innocent in punifhment 
with the guilty. Moft of them retided at the Company’s fubordinate 
fettlements, with the jurifdiction of his Majefty’s charter of juftice, 
and under the eyes of their Chiefs and Councils; over whom alfo 
they, in their turns, were the moft natural and beft checks. Befides, 
the Prefident and Council at Ca/evttaz had it in their power, through 
the nominal Nabobs of Bengal, to make and inforce what regulations 
they pleated, to prevent fuch abufes as might be dreaded, or to in- 
flict punithments for thofe practifed. It was therefore difficult to 
comprehend the propriety of fuch a meafure. 

So likewile, when they made what they were pleafed to term their 
+ regulations for the provinces of Beagal, Bahar, and Oriffz, they 
appointed JFuggut Seat, Ceofhbaulchund, and Odweichund, ** CHIEFS OF 
& TRADE, withimmenfe annual falaries: but what the bufinets of 
thofe appointments was intended to be, or what the young Seats tranf- 
aéted in confequence thereof, was mever known to the Public; nor 
did they or the Company ever receive a fingle t inftance of fervice 
therefrom. At onetime, a law was made prohibiting § ** any of rhe 
‘© inhabitants from gon beyond the limits of ten miles round Calcutta, 
“© eerthout firfi applying Toe and obtaining the COMP ANY’S PERMISSION.” 
At another time, no merchant was permitted to purchafe goods at 
the manufacturing towns without a perwanah, or licenfe from the 
Governor. p 

The objects of the Committee, in eftablifhing thefe different regu- 
lations, were alleged to be the advantage of the Company and the 
good of the native people. But how the application of fuch regula- 
tions could be made productive of thofe ends would be difficult to 
reconcile to found reaton or experience. The real wifdom of fuch 
proceedings, therefore, apparently confifted in the fagacious and vir- 
tuous gear pd Brag d fecuring every advantage of dealing to them- 
{elves : and indeed correipondent with the principles of iuch policy 
did the eftects of their practice really prove. 

In the general letter to Bengal, dated the 8th February 1764, the 
Court of Directors, after obferving that the difputes and dithicultics 





See Appendix A, Num. HE. page 25. 
Reports, vol. III. page 421. 
See the 41ſt paragraph of the Ictter from the Direftors, Appendix, page 255- 
At a Confultation held at Calcutta, on the 24th March 1766. p 
6 which 
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which had occurred with the countrv-government, appeared evidently 
to have been oceafioned by the unwarrantable manner of carrying on 
the private trade of their fervants, in prejudice to the Nabob, both 
with refpect to the authority and revenues juftly due to him, were 
pleated to direct, 

-Pars 22: ** That as our Armaun-privileges, ot boing duty-free, 
are certainly confined to the Company's export ant import trade only, 
you are to have recourfe to and keep within the liberty therein fti- 
pulated and given, as nearly as can poflibly bs dome; but as by 


éc 
ee 


me 
> 


< the connivance of the Bengal government, and + conttant ulage, 
‘% the Gompany’s covenant-tervants have had the iame benetit as the 
‘© Company with refpect to their export and import trade, we are 
‘e willing they fhould enjoy the fame, and that duttucks be granted 
fe accordingly : but herer the moit ettectual care is to be taken, that 
* no excelles or abufes are futtered, upon any account whattocver, 
“ nor duftucks granted to any others than our covenant-fervants, as 
€e aforcfaid; however, notwithiftanding any ot our former orders, no 
“ writer is to have the benefit of a duituck until he has terved out his 
‘e full time of five years in that ftation : free-merchants and athe:s are 
“e not tuitticd ta, or to hace the bencit af, the Company's duflucks, but 
‘sare te bary the ufu: duties. 

TaT. Ste “© Weare winder the neccflity of givine the bcrc- 
ee 


œ upon, aprene to the ipirte of, and our meaning 10 tiem, Ss 
= ancy be micellory to the detired purpotes; and it any per- 
= fon or PeErions are wuts Of a Celtravention of them, be they 
a & : +” * E E E a | * Y - - = = a | - f. eseqe > I a a r% g* #2 l; à ie eR 

Bree ORE ty Pee. EE tervalit«s. £ ky are CO ase aan 
e midiente tor ss M others, the Congas’ s provcctimm ts to be 
é» 


- . — ~~” è . — 7 : * 
wWithdrawi, and vou have Bärtx of 
e LAS ily, AT VI Ue Tie TED or the Offence requir. sit." 


But the resions urged ageinit carrying on the private trade of their 


‘ D | s i 
lervants under that privikaec operated with redoubled force againtt 
their owim:  \t all the: nisuaracturing towns, the gomaltalis of the 


"Sea enertt; wee TE pers er 

+ ONS arity ac ews. fi.t the piivi'ege o. Jufucks was alloveld to th: Com- 
pany s cuvenunt-fervauts, by the exprefs o-Je.s ov Cie Cou t ut Duetas, contained ia 
their general lotier of the 17th ot Jure 1748. See page 7. 
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Company had the preference ; for no private gomaftah could do any 
bufinefs among the weavers till they were terved. They alone de- 
cided all difputes ; and it was under the fanétion of their authority 
that all opprcfiions were practifed, wherever there was a Company’s 
gomaftah cftablithed. 

Still wilrully loting tight of the truth, in purfuit of ideas of com- 

merce which had never been thought of before the year 1764, and 
ata period when the Company ingroficd almoft the whole produce 
of the country, the Directors, in a letter to Benga/, dated the 26th 
April 1765, thus ingenioufly argue: ‘* Treaties of commerce are 
** underftvuod to be for the mutual benefit of the contraéiimg parties. Is 
<< at then poffible to fuppote, that sbe Court of Dehly, by confirming: 
the privilege of trading tree of cuftoms, could mean an su/and-tra 
in the cotnimodities of their own country to the detriment of their 
revenucs, and tbe ruin of their own merchants ?“ 
In fuppert of the new and unintelligible principles, at this period 
adopted by the r? India Directors, and of the meafures purfued by 
the noble Lord CAve and his Select Committee at Bengal, with re- 
tpcct to the iwlad-trude, his Lordfhip alio * ipeaks thus to the ho- 
nourable Houie of Commons : 

« Many vears ago, an expenfive embafly was {fent to Deh/y, to. 
“© obtain certain grants and privileges from the GrEATr MoGurt, in 
= favour of the Laf Jadia Company, and amongit others was ob- 
& tained the privilege of trading duty-free. The fervants were in- 
< dulged with this privilege under the fanétion of the Company’s 
“name. “The Company never carried on any inland-trade. Their 
e commerce has been confined to exports and sports only. It is im- 
= potlible that the fervants fhould have a more extenfive right than 
*« the Company itfelt ever had: yet they claimed a privilege of 
& carrving on an /afiznd- Lretite duty-free. Fhe abturdity of a privi- 
$. Jege io ruimous to the natives, and io prejudicial to the revenues 
<< ot the country, is obvious. At the revolution, in 1757, no fuch 
e claim was fet up; nor was any fuch trade carried on publicly, or to 
< my knowledge, during my government, which ended in the be- 
‘© pinning of the year 1760." 

W as it neccilary to imtorm the Courts who had the direction of 
Faf India attairs in the yeais 1765, 1766, and — that the goods 
provided for the Company, in Bengal, were all commodities of that 
country 2 That every one sf thole commodities is occafionally 


* Sce his Lordfhip’s priated fpeech of the 30th March 1772, page 12. 
am 
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anù export è? Or that an cxemption from duties upon their inveftment, 
which comprehended the greateft part of all the goods produced in 
the country, was e diminution of the revenues of THE COURT OF 
DEHLY, and tended to the ** ruin of tbeir merchants 2” 

After having read the various orders of the Courts of Kof India 
Directors, from the earlieft period of their acquifition of privileges, 
authorizing: their fervants and others to. trade under their duftucks 
duty-free; after knowing what numbers of duftucks were granted. 
for ſuch private trade, previous to the year 1760; and after perufing 
the TREATY made by Lord Clive in Fune 1757, on f{etting up ALer 
Father Ally Khawn, in which fuch immenfe tums were ftipulated for 
reftitution of lofles fuftained by the private merchants of Calcutta: 
fhall the honourable Houfe of Commons be ferioufly told, that there 
was no fuch inland-trade carried on in Benga! before the year 1760 ? 

Was it neceflary to inform the noble Lord, who, in the years 
1765 and 1766, had himfelft been, in fat, the Grea’r Mocut, if 
not the East Inpra Company, that the mutual relation, if ever 
there exifted any, between the ** contraéting parties,’ was then at an 
end; and that in the fituation of Hindcfian at that and the fubfequent 
periods, with refpecét to Bengal and it’s dependencies, the firmaun 
was become a piece of watte paper? 

Here the line fhould have been drawn ; for what might have been 
beneficial tor the Company aud their fervants to encroach under the 
pretended fanéction of the firmaun, at a former period, became ruinous 
from the moment in-which they took thefovereignty of Bengal upon 
themfelves. It was to the freedom of trade that Benga? owed her 
ancient proiperity’: and it has been principally owing to the want of 
that trecdom, among other cautes, to which we muft atcribe the 
juftnefs of Mr. * Becher’s remark, that the condition of the people 
of Benga! has becn worte fince the acceflion of the Company to the 
Dewannee than it was bcfore. 

To perute all the arguments of parties contending with different 
wicws, on the fubject of the sv/anad-trade in Bengal, during the time 
in which the Company were hetitating whether there thould be a 


™ Extra ¢f a letter from Richard Beecher, Eff; a member sf the Sele Committee et 
zerg. amd then Nefatent at the Durbar, to Governor Verclit at Calcutta; dated the 
24th Jilue 176. 

e oft mutt sive pain toan Engliſent an to have realon to think, that fince the acceffion of 
E thg Cimpia toare Pewannee, the condition of the people of this country has becn 
se worfe than it wes beicre; and yet I am afraid the fact is undoubted.” 


6 Nabob 
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Nabob, or no Nabch, would be an endlefs and unprofitable tafk. 
The reader not pofictficd of local knowledge of Indie would be per- 
prexcd by oppotite fenziments ənd authorities, equally. weighty in 
appearance. The Courts of Directors in former timcs werc of one 
opinion, in modern times of another. In the year 1760, Major 
Carnac, Mr. Foreyl, ana the whole Council, were of opinions diffe- 
rent from Mr. Meftrart aud Mr. Hafings, whole fentiments were 
approved by the Direktors. Soon afterwards, Mr. Scrafion, and 
the other Directors, ditiered from Mr. Vasfittart. At another 
period, Lord C/ve, General Carnac, and Mr. Verei differed from 
the reft of the Council, and the Directors afterwards diffesed from 
them all. 

In fupport of thcir favourite temporary fyf{tems, the parties have 
fometimes made diftinétions without differences, to perplex the 
fubje&t. Thus we fce in the noble Lord’s fpeech, already cited, 
the Honourable Houfe of Commons werc .told, * that the Com- 
= pany never carried on any inland-trade,” and that ‘* their com- 
** merce had been confined to Se ai and imports only.” 

It is true, that the goods which the Company imported were all 
fold at the Prefidency of Ca/cutta, and thoſe they bought in the 
interior country were all brought to Calcutta, and exported. But 
in both cafes they have conitantly given their duftucks, to the per- 
fons who bought their goods at Calcutta to tranfport and tell them, 
duty-free, wherever they pleafed; and to the perfons from whom 
they bought their goods, to bring them, in like manner, from 
the places where they lay, or were provided: as is particularly ex- 
preficd in the letter from the Direétors, of the * 17th June 1748. 

Is not this, to all intents and purpofes, carrying on an ‘* sw/and- 
‘ trade ??” or where is the REAL MERCUANT Who can draw a fair 
diftinction ? If in bringing, or carrying goods from or to a place 
diftant three hundred miles from Cau/entte, a merchant, half-way 
on his journey, fhould tind a demand tor his commodities, the man 
who fells them on that ipet is doing as great a fervice to the coun- 
try, as he who conveys them toa port jor final exportation. But 
in the articles of ialt and croin, againft dialing in which the 
greateft and moft futile obic:itous leve been railed; the in:and- 
trader Coes far greater fervice to a nv:uiaéturing- country th n an 
cxporter of thofe commodirics. Yet nave we feen even Efi India 
Dirc€tors alteét to adopt this modern difltinstion, of articles for 


* Sce pige 7. 
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tnland-trade, and articles for foreign eapertiticon ; between which no 
line can ever be ufefully drawn in Benca/, or indeed any where elfe. 

cy, what is more ridiculous, while acting as Sovereigns of that 
country, we have feen them gravely pretending to accommodate 
{fuch regulations to the intention and {pirit of the Firmsua ! l 

In the perplexity, therctore, in which rhis iubj: ét has been ſtudi- 
oufiv involved, the reader will naturally have recourfe to the rft 
fimple principles of policy and commerce, which muft be invariably 
the fame in ali places and times; conformably to which, every 
man has the right to buy and fell what and where he pleafcs, pay- 
ing all kgal duties, and tubmitting. to all lawful reftrictions : and 
{uch is well known to have ever been the practice in Hindoffan. 

The meaning, therefore, of the various extraordinary commer- 
cial-regulations made at the Prefidency of Calcutta, in the years 
1765 and 1766, of which we fhall treat more fully in a fubfequent 
chapter, being quite incomprehenfible to a merchant, or indeed to 
any other man, whofe mind was lefs illuminated than a member’s 
of the Select Committee, it was, confequently, to the firft uncor- 
rupted principles of policy, juftice, and commerce, that the writer 
had recourfe. When at Bandras, a confiderable time before he 
had any thoughts of quitting the Company’s fervice or of difcon- 
tinuing bufinefs, he therefore fettled a plan with the Rajah Bul- 
wanting, within whofe territories his trade latterly was chiefly pro- 
fecuted, for carrying it on upon a footing with the natives, and 
paying the eftablifhed duties. Thefe were the engagements to 
which he was principally indebted for that favour and proteétion 
which he and his people afterwards experienced from the Rajak, 
and to fuch conduét did he owe the preference in dealings, which 
the natives of the Ghazipeor province, when left to act frecly for 
themitelves, always did eive him anc his agents, to any other To- 
mattahs of Europeans. From this conduét-was he likesvife enabled 
to procure money from the merchants of Bandras, to any amount, 
at the interef{t of from five to icven per Cerile per annum, where after- 
wards it could not be procured by others for even twelve per ceni. 
and it was from this conduct that the writer, after his reügnation, 
without the influence of a Coimpany’s-fervant, and in ipite of rea 
peated private orders from the Prefident and members of the C Onie 
cil, for the obftruction ~: iis businets, was enabled iuccofsftully to 
profecute legal trade, tiu military forc was emploved to ivize the 
perions of his agcuts, and rob lum of his property. 


it 
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It has been already fhewn, that the firft great man witlt whom 
the writer’s. trade interfered, was the noble Lord Clive, who right 
honourably deprived him of the benefits of his own — 

The fecond fet of gentlemen to whom his trade was offenfive, 
were thofe concerned in the monopoly of cotton imported from’ 
Surat, of which fome account has been * already given. The cotton 
imported by the writer, from the weftern countries, was little infe- 
rior to that from Surat; and the ftream of the Gauges flowing con- 
(tantly and with great ftrength eaftward, into the. ja al provinces, 
his cotton could tran{ported from Banáras in ten or twelve days, 
to diftances that would require fix weeks or two months for its 
conveyance fo far up that river, by towing againít the rapidity 
of the current. ‘The writer, therefore, had evidently the advan- 
tage of all the inland-markets. — 

A third fet, with whom, unfortunately for the writer, his trade 
interfered, were Mr. Rumbold and the gentlemen of the Patna- 
factory. This was in the articles of the Company’s ftaple-imports, 
and in qphium. | 

The merchants from the high country, who had been ufed to 
refort to Patna, could now be fupplied with woollen goods, and 
other f{taple commodities at Banaras and Mirzapore, and thereby 
fave themfelves the expence and trouble of a journey of one hun- 
dred and twenty miles. With refpe& to ophium, the Pafna-gen- 
tlemen had been ufed to fupply the market of Ca/cutta with that 
commodity, which was ever confidered as a capital part of their 
— No other province produced the genuine ophium required 

y the traders to Mallacca and the eaftern iflands ; for the other 
{pecies, from Baghelpore, Purnea, and Rungpore, was in bad repute. 
The diftri&ts wherein the writer’s ophium was made, were only fe- 
parated from the Patna-province by the river Caramnafja. here 
could, therefore, be no doubt entertained of the genuine goodneſs 
of the ophium, fo far as it depended upon the foil and climate 5 
although in the firft feafon it might prove fomewhat defective, from 
fich difficulties as generally occur in new —— of impor- 
tance. The Fatna-gentlemen, however, were furprized, in Novem- 
ber 1766, by the writer’s im rting three hundred chefts at Ca/- 
cutta, before they had brought a tingle one to market, and at a 
time. too when it fold fér Sour hundred Arcot rupees per chelt. 

-A fourth {et of gentlemen of the Council, with General Smtp at 
the head of them, although at that time it was unknown to the 
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writer, had formed a plan for diſpoſſeiſing hina of bis trade in falt- 
petre, as WHI hereafter be fhewn. 

It may be here neceflary to inform the reader, that it was ever 
the cuftom for thote covenant-tervants, who had reigned the fer- 
vice of the Company in Bengal, to Be permitted to retide there, 
unmolefted, as long as they pleafed, in the capacity, and with the 
privileges of free-merchants. Moreover, the writer being a judge in 
the Mayor’s Court, agreeably to the royal charter, he was exprefly 
invetted with the right of refidence in Bengal for life, ander the pro- 
tection of the Company, and was irremoveable from his judicial feat, 
except fer legal caufe. But as fuch conftitutional fecurity was ine 
fufficient for the protection of any man againít the arbitrary man» 
dates of the moft noble Prefident, and his fagacious Council, they 
were pleated to caute the following letter to be lient to Nim. 


‘<< To Mr. Willim Bolts. 
"SI RK, 

< I am directed, by the Right Honourable the Prefident and 
« Council, to fignify to you, that as you have ryigned the Company's 
e fervice, and cannot claim any title to remain longer in India, you are 
‘© pofitively not to engage further in commercial concerns, and to prepare 
«c to embark for England in one of the Company’s returning thips 
‘¢ of this feafon. | 

* Tamm. S 2 Be 
‘© Fort illam, s Your moít obedient fervant, | 

the 5th Jam. 1767.” ** (Signed) WILLIAM ALDERSEY,- Sec.” 


To manifeft more fully the iniquity of this order, it is pro- 
per here to remark, that when any European merchant in Bengal 
rcfolves to quit trade, im order to embark for Europe, it necefiarily 
requires two or more years to liquidate and finifh his commereiat 
concerns; for which purpofe it had likewife been the mvartable 

ractice to allow the fervant, fo refigning, the privilege even of 
duftucks, for twelve months from the time of his refignation. 
Whereas, to have complied with that order, the writer muft have 
embarked within two months, as no fhips would have been duf+ 
patched at a later period of the feafon. 

There never had been an inftance of fuch an ordcr being given, 
in Benzal, at any former period, from the firft eftablifhment of 
the Company to that day. Their fuperior fervants never before 
prefumed te think they had a right to order any man to defift from 

i trading, 
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trading, orin other words, from purfuing the means of his exif{tencc, 
who was lawtully refident in Dna. The authorities already pro- 
duced, in the preceding chapter, fully prove fuch an order to lve 
been as repugnant to the ipirit and letter of the regulations cita- 
blifhed by tormer Courts of Direcétors, as 1€ was contrary to natu. 
ral-juftice. Even the Dircétors themtelves could have no right 
fuddenly to withdraw the privilege far which the writer had ex- 
prifly covenanted with them, on his going out to India; and 
much lets could their fervants poflets fark an authority. But had 
tic Directors even poflefled fuch a right, yet, as hath been before 
Obterved, nothing could have rendered an order of that Kind war- 
yentabb-, from the Pretident and Council, but the official fignatares 
of thirteetz, or more Directors of the Company ; and that too for 
fesrard reapons, expr Ny afisned. ; 

Although the writer was fully fenfible of the illegality of the 
proceewing, he did not enter upon that fubject with the Prefident 
and Council. Being at that tune ferioufly refolved to quit bufinets, 
and return to Lurope as ioon as it might be in his power, he was 
unwäaling to add ttrength to the unmerited malice of his perfecu- 
tors, fror envy at his tuccefs. Betides, he was actually afraid of 
fudden violence, from the treatment he had already met with, and 
the recent examples before hina.— Many of the fuperior fervants of 
the Company had been condemned unheard by the Committce.— 
The inhabitants, both natives and Europeans, were frequently teized, 
and arbitrarily contined by mulitary-force, within the Brvth fettle- 
ment, without any acculation, or form of legal procefs.—Some- 
times fuch imprifonments were made under the pretence of their 
being for the advantage of the country-government z at others, of the 
Company’s. But any pretence was thought fufficicnt for imprifon- 
ment or releafement, as either quadrated with the views of the 
Scleé&t Committee, or even thofe of their meancit inftruments. 

Nundcomd:, who, while prime minifter to the Nabob, Had, Inke 
others, been brought down to Cafeutia and thire contined bw the 
former Prefident and Council, upon an accufetion of /resfonmeble cor- 
refpondence with the enemies of the Company, had been fet at 
liberty, without any trial, becanje he was found a neceflary tool to 
the Scleét Committee. l 

Caye: Ber, a favourite and general alfo of the Nabob Najim al 
Dozvla?s, was feized * at Miurfhedabad, brought down and con- 


es cT — ER * = 
See Lord Cives letter to the Nabob Avie: Dee. '2f. ated “he oh ae? ER Ge 
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uned at Ca/cutia, for the intereft of that Nabob; becaufe, as was alleged, 
he had frightened the minifters who had been impofed upon his 
maiter. 

Groups of Englfbmen were fuddenulw {ent to prifon; becaufe it wes 
alleged they had told fpirituous liquors. ` 

Several Engliſbh gentlemen wee fliut up in their * houtes, for the 
purpofe of being ient, when convenient, by force to England; be- 
caufe they had tormerly been military officers, and in a general re- 
fignation had given up their commifiions, in a manner which the 
Committee deemed mutinous, though they were then under no 
covenanfs for fervice. 

Mooteram, a Hindoo, and man of family, who had been lately 
appointed Fowzdar of Hoogly, through the intercft of Mr. Jobn 
¥Fchnfione, one of the Council, together with Buffuntroy, his dewan, 
were fuddenly + imprifoned ; Jecaufe the Committee were pleafed 
to judge they were de@éply concerned in the pecuniary traniactions 


* Appendix A. Num. XX. page 126. 


+ Extra& from the Proceedings of the Scle& Committce, held at Calcutta the 7th of 
June 1765. 


Prefent, The Right Honourable Robert Lord Clive, Prefident, 
William Brichtwell Sumner, 
Harry Ferel, and 
Francis Sykes, Efquires. 


« Upon advice being received, that certain bills, fpecified in Afahommed Reza Khawn’s 
« attefted accounts, and there faid to be received, had been fince offered batk to the 
« faid Mahommed Reza Khawn, by one Buffuntrsy, employed for that purpofe by 
t Wrocterant, Fowzdar of Hoogty. 

‘< The Committee, judging fuch voluntary reftitution to be of a very extraordinary 
« nature, and fufpecting it was defigned to fcreen Mesteram from detcétion, and cover 
« tranfactions with which it might highly concern the public to be acquainted, 

‘“ Refelve, that the faid EE dpe be feized, brought before the Committee, and 
* fworn to anfwer truly to fuch queftions as fhall be propofed to him.” 


On the 8th Jure 1765. 


« It appearing from the evidences of Mahommed Reza Khawn and Faceut Seat, 
« and allo from the depofition of Buffuntrey, that Mooteram, Fowzdar of Heoviy, was 
** deeply concerned in all the pecuniary tranfactions {pecified in thofe cvidences, bills to 
‘© a peat amount having becn drawn in his favour, 

“e ihe Committee refo/ve, that he be fent for, fworn, and examined in their pre- 
« fence, and alfo, that he be confronted by Mahcommed Reza Ahawn and Fuggzut Seat, 
€ in order that it may appear with certainty, whether the faid A/:cteram was autho- 
« rized to demand money of the Seats, or whether he prefumed to proftitute the cha- 
= racters of the gentlemen of the deputation, by mahing ufe of thcir names, without the 
« fanétion of their exprefs authority.” 
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between the Nabob and the Fxegli/f> deputies, and were geing to 
make a voluntary reftitution of an improper and extraordinary 
nature. 

Ramaut, another Hindoo, and a merchant, who. had acted as 
banyan, er dewan to Mr. George Gray, likewife a member of the 
Council, was alto ftuddenly feized and imprifoncd by the Com- 
mittee; éecaufe it was alleged he was * ** a moft notorious offender,” 
who had been guilty of extortion and other great crimes in the iri- 
rerior country. nd although thoie crimes were faid, by the Pre- 
tidcnt and Committee, to have been committed at Adul/dah, within 
the Nabob’s juritdiction, they found it convenient to Keep the 
man contincd many months within thcir own at Calcutta. i 

The reafons affigned. by the noble Lord C/ive and the Seleé 
Committee, as well in juftification of this firt imprifonment of 
Ramnaut, as tor the neceflity of employing military force on fuch 
occafions ; with the arguments of his Lordfiiip’s opponents, may be 
{cen at large in the + Appendix, Notsvithitanding artful pretences, 
a difcerning and unprejudiced reader, on reference thereto, will 
readily perecive, that the objeét of the Committee in their impri- 
foument of both thefe Hindoos, was, in fupport of their fyf{tem, 
more for the extortion of evidence from the prifoners again{t the 
gentlemen. of the former Council, than the good of the Company, 
or the advantage of the country. 

Rut it is.net the writer’s intention to examine into the difputes 
that tubfifted between the gentlemen of the former Council and 
the Sceleét Committee. All he means to infer and fhew, ap- 
plicable to his own cafe is, that in the BritiM tettlement of Calcutta, 
at the period under confideration, there was no fecurity of perfons 
or property ; that even the outward forms of juitice, which are 
ufually preferved, for appearanceftake, in the worft of govern- 
ments, were not attended to; and that the Right Ffonourable Pre-. 
ident, bis Comunittee and Council, had fet the laws of Tnglind 
at abtolure defiance, proclaiming they were not bound by them in 
mhia, wid acting accordingly by arbitrary will. 

The neble Lord had t declared, that he would not fubmit to 

) the 

* Appendix A. page 73. 

+ Ibid. Letter A. Num. XVI. particularly page 75, Cc. 

t Extraé? frem the Cafe of Mr. Willian Vertue. | 

Mor. Pertuec intended to proceed againft Lord Chve, but his Lerdthip refaufing te 


{omit to the jurifdiction of the courts there, Mr. Vertue could get no attorney to be 
concerned 
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the jur:fdiction of the Britiſb Courts of Juſtice in Bengal: and at 2 
meeting, in which the matter had been tolemnly difcuffed, Mr, 
Verelſt, and the reft of the juftices, gave it as their unanimous opi- 
nion, that * ** OPPRESSIONS COMMITTED BY THE PRESIDENT 
€ AND COUNCIL WERE NOT COGNIZABLE BY ANY CIVIL AU- 
‘¢ THORITY IN INDIA.” 

It is not, therefore, ftraining our argument to affert, that thc 
writer, or any other inhabitant of the @r/t//h fettlements in Benguz.’, 
who at that time had difputed the legality of their orders, howcver 
eppreffive or illegal, would have had more to fear from the difin- 
terefied fiate-craft. of the immaculate Select Committee, who Ped in 
view no other objects than the temporal protperity of the Ea/f India 
Company, and the welfare of the natives; than any ſubject, in the 
moft bigotted ftate of Europe, during the darkeft times of fuperfti- 
tion, ever had to dread from the religious pricft-craft of an boly in- 
guifition, who never bad im view any other objects than the glory 
of a merciful Gop, and the {ipiritual happinets cf mankind ! 


** concerned for him, as appears by letters in his cuftody, which he received from faur 
«« different attornies on the occathon ; of which that from Mr. George Sparks is the 
“ molt particular, faying, ** That on the 21ft Ogteber 1766, he waited on Lord Clive, 
“ and acquainted him, that Mr. Vertue had defired he would bring an action of tref- 
& pafs, for affaule and falfe imprifonmenr, againft Lord Céive and all perfons concerned 
‘* therein; and that Lord Cé/ive’s anfwer was, that if he bad injured Alir. Vertue, THE 
“a Kinc’s BENCH was open to him, and thar the court there had no authority to call 
“« the Governor, or Council, to account fer any thine they did, and that he would not 
“* anfwer there; that he fuppofed Sparks had read the act of parliament on that head 
“ and that he adviied Spar, ta have nothing te fav te the affair.” : 
* See the proceedings of a Hench of Juftices at Cakutta on the 8th of September 
1766; at which were prefent, Marry Verelf, Randclsh Alarristt, Hugh Watts, Clawd 
Ruffell, Willan: Alderfey, Thanas Kelfatl, and Charles FAasyer, Figuires. Appendix A 
Num. AX. page 129. ` — 


Sin A P 





YOR SLDeRATiONS ON 


CHAP ETE, 


LS ONRPFAINTNG Lk Fatiinections between the late GovErRNING-sER-« 
TANTS U“ tue Cosmany m BENGAL, and the WRITER « 
trom his boing firft ordered to repair to ENGLAND in 
Tfarnusry 1707, until their Imprifonment, in Much 1768, of 
the Arx NIAN MercHoantrs, who acted as his mercantile 
Agent... i 


FIIS writer's reatous for not entering upon the illegality of 
the order of the sth January 1767, which he received tron: 
Lord Cérve and his Council, have already, been afligned. Being 
anxious to return to Lexrvofe, he diliyently employed himfelf in con- 
cluding his mercantile concerns and collecting his outftanding 
effects: “This, however, it was impoffible for him to do, with- 
out the ettectual affiftance of the Prefident and Council. The ccunz- 
try-government, as the Pageant-Nabob and his pretended minifters 
were called, was no other than a delufion; for the laws of the 
country had in every refpect been entirely fubverted, and all real 
power affumed by the Prefident and Select Committee at Celcutta. 
When, therefore, he found it abfolutely neceflary to apply -for 
affiftance in liquidating his affairs, the writer addretied a refpeétful 
* letter to the Prefident and Council, in which he gave them a 
eneral account of his outftanding concerns, and expreffled his 
chearfulnefs, while bringing them to an end, in fubmitting to the 
regulations eftablifhed by the Company in thofe places to which 
their jurifdiction extended, and to the laws and cuftoms of Hiz- 
doffam in fuch countries as were independent of their authority. 

In the letter referred to, it will be obferved, that a promuife was 
made that the writer would not enter into any new inland-deal- 
ings. But this could not be fairly conftrued to mean, that he 
fhould not bring down to Calcutta fuch goods as were already 
manufactured, and then laying ready for chat purpofe; or to pre- 
clude him in the recovery of outilanding debts, from receiving 
goods in payment, where his debtors could not pay in money. 
With the moit afliduous and fucecefsful application, two years, at 





* Sec Appendix F. Num. I. page 434. 
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Teaft, would be necefflary for accomplifhing fuch tranfactions. But 
it was a promife which the writer made folely for his own conve- 
nicnce, no man or fet of men being affected by it, as parties, or 
having a legal right to enforce its execution. Neverthelefs, it was 
then fincerely made; but fo oppreflive was the pofterior conduét 
of the Prefident and members of the Council towards him, that by 
rendering it impoffible for him to comply with it, they virtually 
abfolved him from the obligations thereof, and forced his conti- 
nuance in the country, againft his inclination; as will be more 
fully made appear in the courfe of thefe fheets. 

Afterthe expiration of near a month, the Prefident and Seleét 
Committee found leiture to take into confideration the writer’s let- 
ter of the goth February 1767; their proceedings whereon are in- 
ferted in the * APPENDIX. Candour can require no ftronger proof 
of the ambiguous and undetermined ftate of the DOUBLE-GUVERN- 
MENT in Bengal at eo than is exhibited in thofc proceed- 
ings; wherein the Prefident and Sele& Committee direét their Cut- 
cherry at Calcutta to examine into the claims upon Zemindars in the 
interior country, where it could poffefs no jurifdiction. Upon being 
informed of this determination of the Committee, the writer ac- 
quainted their Secretary with the evident inconfiftency thereof, 
and thereupon other proceedings relative to this bufinefs were held 
by the Committee on the + roth March 1767; and he was, in con- 
fequence thereof, informed by a letter from the Secretary, that for 
the adjuftment of his claims in the interior provinces, the Prefident 
would grant perwanahs to the Indian Courts of the teveral diftriéts 
where the demands were made; from which he might appeal to the 
MINISTERS AND RESIDENT at the Durbar. 

In an application which he had head occafion to make a few 
months before, the writer had already expcricnced the appeal to the 
MINISTERS to be a mere juggle. ‘Che occafion was the ftoppage 
of fome of his boats by an officer, Or MINISTER, at Kuzemahl ; 
who lhkewife extorted one hundred rupees from the boat-peoplte, 
and would neither releafe the boats or return the monev, Without 
an order from Mr. t Sykes, then Refident at the Durbar. 

However, im contequence of this application from: the writer to 
the Committee, Governor Vere}? was pleated, on the gth ALirch 


* Sec Appendix F, Num. IJ. 
} Ibid. Num. III. 


+ Appendix B. Num. V. page 289. 
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1767, to give him letters to the Nabob Switch al Dowlah, and the 


Rajah Brykeariing, of which he himtely has piven * extracts to the 
public; but his letters were fo Milled with jntinuations to thefe 
Princes, to withdraw future protection, and forbid the further re- 
fidence of the writer’s people, that, in a country where the moft 
diſtant hint is fuffictent trom a man in powcr ta urge the perpetra- 
tion of any act, -the letters he recetwed from Mr. Perel? would 
have done him infinite prejudice, bad he not pofeffed the good-w t 
of the Princes to whom they were directed. 

The perwanans to the Rajahs aud Zemindars of the country were 
received a month aiterwards. “Vhey were under the hands and 
feals of Mr. Pere//2? and Mr. Cartier, and directed in the moft au- 
thoritative --ityle.—Tberein the Sclect Conimittce-gentiemen de- 
parted from their utual caution, of acting under the cloak of the 
Nabob, which had been fo ftrongiy recommended to them on the 
+ 16th January 1767 by Lord Cleve 3 which Mr. Verelſt and the reft 
of the Committee had refolved, on the f 5th February 1767, fo 
dtrictly to adhere to; and of which judicious fyftem the Court of 
Eaj Indiz Directors afterwards do fully § approved. ` In thefe per- 
wanahs, the Zeniundars were alfo {trongly prohibited from per- 
matting the writer to have any dealings or tratfick whatever. The 
Zemindars and ether natives were ready to furnifh goods for what 
they were indebted to him, but they alegra, that they had not 
ready money fufficient to pay the extraordinary demands which 
were made on them fer the Company’s revenues. Thofe perwanahs, 
therefore, remaincd of no ufe to the writer, who conivquently did 
not receive the leaft benefit from Mr. Verelf’s boatted || afi fance for 
Lae for cment of bis affairs. 

Ifaucthy ineffectual was every other application of the writer’s to 
the e: loin end Council, for affaftance in obtaining payment of 
his outttar<itmg debts, which could not be otherwite recovered. 
Upon the Coinmittee’s cttablifhment of the monopoly of ialt, beetle- 
nut, and tobacco, the whole ſyſtem of the government and collec- 
tions, in*thofe countries which produced falt, was fuddenly reverted. 
The Zemindars were prohibited from contracting with, and the 


* Vurelf’s View, Appendix, page 193. 

t See Journals of the Houle of Commons, vol. XXXIII. page 914. 

t Ibid. page yt 35. 

§ Sce a letter from the Court of Dircétors to the Prefident and Sele& Committee at 
Fist Vilzam, in Bergal. Appendix A. Num. XXXI. page 166. 

e (erefe's View, page gt. 
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falt-bo‘lers from working for any perfons but thofe appointed by 
the Committee. Vheit dalt-grounds which, according to anci.nt 
cuftoms, were ufually pledged to the lait contractor till his ba- 
lances were worked out, were now forcibly taken from the perfons 
who alone had a legal-right to difpofe of them. “The firft natural 
confequence of this innovation could be no other tian what hap- 
pened,—the failure of the Zemindars in the payment of their cuito- 
mary revenues, as being no tonger at libertv to make the moft of 
their grounds. Another confequence was, the depriving of many 
of the country-merchants, as well as Europeans, who had not inti- 
reft witn the ruling party, of all profpe¢t of ever recovering their 
outítanding balances. 

The firit application for affiftance in this difficulty, in which the 
writer was concerned, was “on behalf of Mr. Jobn Fohnfione, who 
had balances due to hina in the diftricts, as called, of she country- 
government, on contracts that had becn made before the eftablith- 
ment by the Committee, of their exclufive trade ii falt. This 
affair was referred, by Mr. Vere/? and the Sele& Committee, to 
Mr. Svies, then Refident at the Durbar; but was afterwards taken 
up by Mr. Fereji himifclf, when prefent with Mr Sykes at the Dar- 
bar; and in a report trom thote gentlemen, dated + A%zoreji/, the 
28th Fuse 1767, referred back to Mr. Ferej? and the Committee: 
who, on the f 13th Odfober 1767, came to a refolution, that- they 
could give no afliitance in the recovery of Mr. Jobnftone’s balances. 

But the nature of fuch refcrences to rhe minificrs aud Refident at 
the Durbar will be more fully underftood by the intelligent reader, 
when he is informed, that although the Prefident and members 
of the Select Committee, at this time, did not think THE Go- 
VERNMENT refpontible for the claims made by other gentlemen 
for balances due on their contracts for falt, alleging their advances 
had not been made on the public account; they had taken care to {v- 
cure the payment of fimular balances duc to themfelves and their 
friends, hy a tax levied § upon the natives. 

The next application made by the writer, was for the obtaining 
payment of balances due upon certain. falt-grounds in the Com- 
pany’s twenty-four pergunnahs, which, in the vear 1764, under 
the fanction of the orders of the board, when the falt-tradc Wiis 


* Appendix F. Num. IV. page 438. 
+ Ibid. A. page 159. 

= Ibid. F. Num. XVI. page 449. 

4 Ib b. A. Num, XXXV. page 173. 
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open to every one, the writer had occupied, and worked jointly 
with Charles Stafford Playdell and Samuz! Middleton, Efquires.—The 
writer being the acting partner in this concern, his agents at Cat 
cutta, during his abfence had, in confequence of certain regulations 
of the board, fo carly as the 12th July 1766, made application for 
thefe balances to the Collector General, then William Brightwell 
Sumner, Efq; but without cffeét. | 

After the expiration of eight months from the faid firft applica- 
tiom, that is, on the 27th March 1767, a joint * letter was written 
on this occafion from the partners, Piaydell, Middleton, and Bolis, 
to the Prefident and Council. 

There was at this time a fmall demand fubfifting agamft the 
writer, for damaged rice, the remains of what had been provided: 
on the Company's account for the army at J//ahabad, and which 
he had bought at a fale made by the pay-matter at Banédras. 
A difficulty had arifen relative to the dutta, or difference of ex- 
change, between the rupees of that province and thofe of Calcutta,. 
on which account this demand had for fome time lain dormant. 

Without taking notice of the application of the 27th March 
8767, from the partners Pluyde/l, Middleton, and Bolts, the Prefi- 
dent and Council thought proyer to order their Secretary, on the 
14th + April 1767, to exact from the writer full payment af their 
demand againít him, for damaged rice; and fo very preffing were 
they on this trifling affair, that, without giving him time to anfwer 
their- Secretary’s letter, ón the next morning they fent him 
another, f pofitively demanding immediate payment. This pro- 
ceeding was altogether unufual and unaccountable; however, with- 
out deviating from the refpeét due to the board, the writer ven- 
tured, on che 15th April 1767, to fend them a § letter, fetting 
forth the nature of the tran{a@tion, which had been mifreprefented 
to them, together with his account-current, in which he had 
placed one demand againit the other, and therewith, in a || letter 
to Mr. Secretary Droz, tendered the balance due from him. 

~The conclufion of this affair of the falt and rice-balances, which 
terminated in the entire difgrace of the Prefident and Council, will 
be fhewn im the following fheets. In the mean time we muf 
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wutorm the reader, that Coloncl Richard Smith having taken leave 
of the board at Ca/eutta, on the 27th March 1767, proceeded up 
to the brigade ot his command at J//ahabad. During his ftay at 
Calcutta he had been advifed by Governor Vere/f# to engage in 
* trade, in partnerfhip with Mr. Claud Rufé//, who, as well as the 
Colonel, had been lately admitted a member of the Seleét Com- 
mittee. Their firt commercial adventure was in the purchafe of 
Air. Veres fhare of the cargoes of cotton imported from Surat, 
already mentioned, which they bought at an advance of fifty thou- 
fand rupees on what it had coft the Governor. ‘The Colonel’s 
fecond engagement was in fundry ftaple-articles bought at the Com- 
pany’s auction at Calcutta, and tranfported into the provinces of 
IMahabad, and Owd, where the greatef{t part was afterwards fold at 
high prices to the Nabob Sxujah al Dowlah. ‘The third undertak- 
ing between the Colonel and Mr. Ryfel! was that already, men- 
tioned in, faltpetre, tombe provided alio in the provinces where the 
Colonel’s troops were ftationed; for which bufineis, they appointed 
a gomaftah, named J/maelbeg. .'This concern was likewile fo far 
approved of by Governor Verelſt, that at the requeft of Mr. Rufe/l, 
he wrote a letter to the Nabob Sujah al Dowlah, and obtained trom 
him, in favour of thofe gentlemen, a perwanah, or grant for their 
gomattah, J/maelbeg, to have the exclufive privilege of purchating 
all the faltpetre produced in that Prince’s dominions. 

The protpe&t of fuccefs under thefe great advantages, and the 
favourable advices relative to this undertaking, which were re- 
ceived from Captain Gabriel Harper, the Colonel’s Aid de Camp, 
and partner in the concern, who was ftationed with a detachment 
of troops at Fysabad, with the Nabob Sujah al Dow/ah, appeared 
fo very flattering, that {fome time afterwards Mefirs. Smh and 
Rufi! propoited to allow ſhares in the adventure to feveral other 
+ members of the Council; to which meaſure they were probably 


* See an account of the Colonel's commercial concerns, in his letter to Governor 
Verelfi, dated the 8th February 1768. Journals of the Houfe of Commons, vol. 
XXXII. pages 938 and 939. . a> 

+ Agreeably to the beft information that the writer could obtain, the fubdivided fhares 
on the planning of this intended monopoly were as follow : 


‘To Col. Richard Smith, and the gentlemen of his /uite, Capt. Harper and others, é 
Claud Rufell, Efq; - - : = s : g È i re 
Thomas Keljall and William Alderfey, Efquires, . a P ~ — 
Charles Ffloyer, Efq; a - = - - - à - — 
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induced with a view of fecuring their intereft to proteét the pro- 
jected bufinefs at the Prefidency. 

The regular and periodical fucceffion of faéts made it requifite to 
introduce this fhort. account of thefe commercial engagements plan- 
ned bv the Colonel and gentlemen of the Council, as having a 
moit intimate connexion with the cafe of the writer; who, not- 
withftanding the repeated injuries and provocations he had received, 
had, on no occaſion, manifeited the flighteft difrefpecét towards the 
Prefident and Council; and much lIefs had he heen guilty of any 
conduét that could be in the leait prejudicial. or mjurious to the 
Company. But freedom from guilt afforded no. fecurity againft 
punifhments, under the adminiftration of the Prefident and Seleét 
Committee of Calcutta at this period. While peaceably employed 
on the duties of his ftation as a judge in the Mayor’s Court, and 
on the conclution of his mercantile dftairs, he was. furprized by a 
tentence equally unexpected and injurious, whereby the Committee 
had condemned him to the fevereft punifhment next to death ; that 
of banifhment, unacquainted with any charge, unconfronted with «any 
accufer, and unheard in bis defence. ` | 

The whole of the allegations contained in this fentence were 
infamoufly falie. But the abfurdity and inconfiftency of the pro- 
ceedings of the Secret Committee in this tranfaétion cannot be fet 
in-a ftronger light than by. the fentence itfelf, as delivered to the 
writer by Mr. Alexander Campbell on the 29th April 1767; wherein 
he was condemned for what the Committee /uppofed he would com- 
mit, as follows: 


Anr Eextraéd from the Proceedings. of the Seleé? Comsmitiee. Dated the. 
1824 April 19767. 


e 
t": That Mr. Miliiam Bolts appears, from many circumftances, to 
“< be deeply concerned in the ceonfpiracy’ to ruin WNodéckiffen’s cha- 
“ raCter and attempt his life; in which opinion the Committee are. 
+ confirmed by his violent and declared refentment to Nebekifen 5 
“< by the fhare he took in firring up and inftigating a profecuticn 
“ againit him in the Zemindary Court, upon an., imaginary and 
** falfc-accufation $ and particularly from his taking, at this junc- 
æ ture, into lus fervice Ramnaut, a man who ttands publicly 
s. convected of perjury, with a view of forging and publithing 
* further afperfions upon Nobekifews character. That Mr. Bess. 
hay mg upor this aricl mAN Y other occiullots cndcavourecd co draw 
| =" Stik 
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an odium upon the adminiftration, and to promote faction and 
difcontent in the fettlement, has rendered himfelf unworthy of 
any further indulgence from the Committee, and of the Com- 
pany’s protection. That, therefore, he be direéted to quit Ben- 
gal, and to proceed to Madrafs by the firt fhip that fhall fail 
for that Prefidency in the month of ¥#/y next, im order to take 
his paflage from :thence to Europe in September. 
A true Eextimet. 


(Signed) Cc. W. BOUGHTON, 
Affiit. Sec. Seleét Comm.” 


T'he writer was not fo much affe&ted at the unparalleled injuftice 
of this fudden and unexpected fentence, at the time of. receiving it, 
as he was at a fubfequent period, when he: difcovered that 4 gen- 
theman, then a membe of the Committee, his moft intimate and 
particular fend, had not recorded on their proceedings, cither his 
difient to the. fentence pailed, or even a minute, moving for the 
writer’s being heard in his own defence, before condemned.—But 
it was his hard fatc, in India, to be betrayed even by his * bofom- 
friends.—Howevcr, with a confcience void of offence to others, he 
fhewed tuch refolute firmnefs under the injuries he daily received, 
as hath forced even Mr. Verelſt to acknowledge, to his honour, 
+ ‘t that his. pubhc concerns never intruded upon his private cares.” 

The Prefident and Council {till continued to harrafs the writer 
for the amount. of their demand for rice, but would give him no 
fatisfaction for the falt-balances dwe to himielf and partners. . In 
another letter from MIr. Secretary t Droz, dated the 27th April 
T707; they alleged that thie Company kept zo ogen account with any 
wndivicnal, and therefore infitted that he fhouid pay off the debit 
fide of their account againft him; and referred him, in the moft 
v gue and ambiguous manner, to their own officers fur payment of 
the credit fide, in his favour. . 

The. reader will pleafé to remark, that the balance due from the 
falt-pans to the writer and lis partners Meilis. Playdell and Middle- 


* Even this fingle refleStion of a private nature would rot have efeaped from the 
writer, but as a comment on Mr. Vereyt’s remark; though he could very readily fur- 
nifa matter that would tead greatly to the heightening of even fuch a chaisétec as taat of 
Kiqguire Paunce/ford, recorded by Doctor Smiclert in tamik p Crinher, vol. L, pages 138 
to 1.26. 

+ Ferels View. pape 29 

t See 4ppsadix F. Num. X. page 44%: 
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fou, acgoerdaing to ihe account mide uj and ce! vered in Juw 1766, 
sve. ro lels a fum than current rupes 45,273. T. g- or nearly “ve 
thoutand pounds fierling ; an?! from the conduct of the Pretident 
and Council, which hath already been reprefented, it muft evi- 
dently appear, that no rational rchance could be made. on their 
juftice, for fetéling an account which had fo long lain before them 
difregarded. He therefore wrote them another letter, “on the 27th 
April 1767, in which he pofitively retuicd to pay more than the 
balance which had already been tendered, till he was made ac- 
guainted with the refolution of the board relative to the falt- 
balances. ; — 

In confequence of that letter, the Prefident and Council imme- 
diately cormmenced a profecution in the Mayor’s Court at Calcutta, 
by a-bill, which they filed on the 8th of May 1767, againft the 
writer; who gave in a full anfwer, upon oath, on the 26th of 
June following. With his anfwer, he hketwife tendered into Court 
a bag, containing current rupees 3,175. 7- 9. the entire balance 
appearing to be due from him according to his {tated accounts, in 
full fatisfaction of the complainants demand; which Mr. Thomas 
iIorris, their attorney, refufed to accept. 

Upon a motion made by Mr. Morris, on the 14th dugufi 1767, 
in the Mayor’s Court, it was ordered, that the caufe fhould be E 
down to be heard upon bill and anfwer; and on the 6th Oéfod5er 
1767, it was decreed again{t the writer, who thereupon appealed 
it to the Court of Appeals. ° 

This Court, confifting of the Prefident and Council only, it was 
fcarcely to be expected, that they, who were parties againft the 
appellant, would decree the caufe againft themfelves. Accordingly, 
on the 2d of March 1768, when the appeal came to a hearing in 
court, at which were prefent JAn Cartier, Richard Becher, James 
Alexander, Claud Ruffell, and William Alder ey, Efquires, they were 
of courfe pleafed to confirm the decree of the Mayor’s Court. 

In fuch cafes, from the conftitution of the courts at that time, 
there wat little chance of any fubject’s procuring redrefs in Indra: 
and, confequently, there was no proſpect of obtaining juftice, unlefs 
the — arty, upon a tedious and expenfive appeal, could 


bring his caufe before the auguft Tribunal of the Sovereign in 
Council, here in England. 


* Appendix F. Num. XI. page 443. 
Reduced 





IN DIA AFFAIRS Prt N. 75 


Redvced to this laft retource, after giving the neceffary fecu rity, 
he appealed his caufe to the King’s moít Excellent Majcfty in 
Council, But the Court of Eaff India Directors were fo much 
afhamed of the conduct of Governor Verelſt, and his colleagues in 
this atfair, that they did not think it * prudent for the Company to 
bring the appeal before-the Lords; and even their Solicitor appeared 
<< + forry, that the writer bad met with Jo much vexaiton and delay” 
on that occafion. 

Having been obliged, for perfpicuity fake, to trace this tranfac- 
tion from its commencement to its conclufion, we will now recur 
back to April 1767, the period from whence we fet off in this 
digreffion. 

Every engine that the moft inveterate malice could contrive was 
now employed againft the writer. A native of the country, named 
Philip Pollock, who had been formerly employed as an agent in 
the commercial affairs of the partnerfhip of Jobhnfione, Hay, and 
Bolts, of which he would not render a regular account, and whofe 
fidelity they had great reafon to fufpe€&t, was pitched upon as a 
proper inftrument on that occafion. This man, who would not 
have dared to proceed in a hoftile manner againft any of his former 
employers, who had ever treated him with great indulgence, with- 
out being privately given to underftand that he fhould be power- 
fully fupported, was inftigated to prefer an indi€tment againft the 
writer, at the general quarter feffions of Oyer and Terminer, for 
forcibly, as he alleged, breaking open his houfe, and ftealing his 
papers. 

This tranfaction, which was nothing but an oblique attack of 
power on the writer, through Mr. Pollock, was of fo curious a 
nature, that we have given copies in the J APPENDIX of all the 
papers which pafied on that occafion. Ihe writer was actually 
obliged to carry with him to the actiug Jufice Mr. Claud Rufel, 
bail for his appearance, and for {tanding his trial at the feflions. 
But as Mr. Juftice Rufé//, upon further icrutiny, found this affair 
would not {tand the teft of inquiry,.nor anfwer the purpofe in- 
tended, it was therefore dropped ; but Mr. Po//ock was encouraged, 
from the enmity which he perceived prevailed among the mem- 
bers of the Council againift the writer, to perfiftin a deviation from 


* See Appendix F. Num. LI. page 540. 

+ Ibid. 

+ Ibid. D. pages 341 to 344, . = 
vis 
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his duty, and to obitruét che adjuftiment of the partnerfhip-accounts ; 
fo that it was not in the writer’s power to conclude thote concerns 
during the remainder of the fhort time which the Governor and 
Conneil thought proper to allow him for remaining in Bengal. 
Although, in pages 56 and 67 we have piven a curfory account of the. 
faltpetre-concern, planned and agreed upon between Colonel Richard 
Smith and Mr. Claud Rufet, at the recommendation of Mr. Ferel, 
before the Colonel lett Calcutta, in March 1 767, yet, as hath been ob- 
ferved, at.that period the circumftances of the engagement were not 
known tothe writer. Heanct indeed with great ob{truGions inthe con- 
clufion of his bufinets in all parts ot the provinces of Z//whabad and Gwd, 
but he did not then know, that J/uaelbez, who occationed them, was 
not only protected, but actually employed by the copartners, Mefirs. 
Smith — Rufell. ‘The commander of the brigade then at Mahabad 
was the moft proper perfon to apply to on this occafion, and one 
whom the writer leaft of all fufipected, at that time, in this bufi- 
nefs. He therefore wrete a * letter to Colonel Sith, requefting 
his affiftance in the difficuitaes under which he laboured. <A per- 
ufal of the letter here referred to, will not only ferye to fhew the 
reader the theu itate of this budinefs, but allo to convince him, that 
the writer behaved on thas occaiion with the utmoit openneis and 
candour. But he. received no aniwer fram Colonel Sith, while 
the attacks upon his people and property, on the part of J/ielbeg, 
became daily more voilent. Not knowing who elfe to apply to tor 
afliftance, on the aoth June 1767, he wrote a letter to one Mont: 
Gentii,. a French gentleman, who refided at the Court of the Nabob 
Syjth.al Dow/lah, to whom he had been articularly recommended 
by + General Carnac. This letter, which was written in French, 
being entirely on the fubjeét of the writer’s private concerns, would 
haye been too unimportant to kay before the reader, if it had not 
been made a pretence, by Colonel Swish and the Prefident ere]? 
and his Council, for a charge againit him, of carrying on a /,eafon- 
able correfpondence with the enemies of the Company. For this 
purpote it was laid before a Committee of the Honourable t Houte 
of Commons, and for this purpefe when tranflated into Ens liM, 
at Calcutta, the French word § aficié, where it meant fimply, a 


~ Appendix E. Num. I. page 345. — 
+ See a letter from the Nebob Sujet” al Dowlah to Governor Verelſt, relative to this 
Monf. Gentil, datcd the 12th March 1767. Appendix B. Nam, IV. page 287. 
$ Ste Journals of the Houfe of Commons, vol. XXXIII. page 919. 
$ Appendix F. Num, XXL. page 481. 
partner 
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ri 
“artner in trade, was conftrucd, , allotiate,”” or conf pirate. J his 
,iugneficant letter, therefore, boing by fuch means magnified inte 
contegquence, makes it necellarv, on account ot what will tolow, 
to trouble the reader with a reference to the tranflatioin of it in the 
= NPPENDIE: . 

The next extraordinary tranfaction was on the 24th of — 
1767. At a contultation held that day, at which were pretcnt, 
Furry Vereyh Eſq; Prefident, with Mefirs. Fehu Cartier, Richard 
Becher, James Alexander, Claud ‘Rufet, Fillianr silderfey, Chartes 
fflsver, and Alexander Campbell; the writer, although {till a judg > 
ot the Mayor’s Court, was ordered immediately to proceed to Rurape. 
as was intimated to him by the following Icttur from their Se. 
cretary. 


<6 To Mr. /F liam Bolts. 
“So EF Ks a 

‘© Tam directed, by the Honourable the Prefident and Council, 
‘£ to acquaint you, it is their orders that you proceed to europe on 
*¢ board the Lard Hollend, which will ‘be ditpatched in the court 
“= of this month. : 

I am, SIR, - 
Fort TWWHriliais, .. Your moft obedient fervant, 


the 24th Aug. 1767. (Signed) SIMEON DROZ, Scc.” 


The ftate of perfecution under which the writer laboured, could 
not be an agreeable fituation to him. But however defircus he 
Was Of quitting Bengel, it was utterly impoflible for him fafely to 
do it, without firft fecuring his own property, and the effets of 
‘other perfons with which he had been entrufted. It was then the 
duty ef the Prefident and Council, who appeared fo very folicitous 
that he fhould quit the country, at leaft to provide for the fcecurity 
of all fuch property. Had they done this, the writer would not 
only have embarked within one month, as he actually propefed ta 
them todo, but would alfo have put the envious and malicieus mem- 
bers of the Council in peaceable poffeflion of all his trade, ware- 
houies, and manufactories; upon which tubjects, on the zọtl: 
+ duguf 1767, he wrote them a letter. 

But the board did net appear to think it worth their while te 
contider either of the private concerns of the writer, or of thoi pers 


Appendix E. Num. IT. pape 347- 
+ Ibid. F. Num. XII. page 443. 
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fons for whom he aéted. In the 51ft paragraph of their general 
letter, of the 14th September 1767, by the Lord Holland, they ad- 
drefled the Court of Directors in the following words : 

<< In confequence of the refolution taken by the Select Commit- 
‘* tee (meaning their fentence of the 18th April 1767) regarding 
s< Mr. William Bolts, we have fent him alfo pofitive directions to 
s leave the country, and repair to Europe this feafon.’’ 

In the mean time, every tool was employed by Governor Vere! 
and his Council to contrive matters of complaint again{ft the writer, 
that might carry an appearance of juftifying their conduct towards 
him, in the eyes of the Courts of Eaf India Dire&tors, witout the 
leaft foundation in truth; feveral inftances of which will prefently 
be made appear. E 

The board did not take the writer’s letter of the 29th Auguft 
into their confideration before the ıíft of O&ober enfuing, on which 
day the following proceedings were held: 


< At a Confultation held at Calcutta the iſt Ogober 1767, 


Prefent, The Hon. Harry Verelſt, Eiq; Prefident, 
Sohn Cartier, 7 
Richard Becher. 
ames Alexander, 
Claud Ruffe/l, 
William Alder fey, 
Charles Fffoyer, and 
Alexander Campbell, Efquires. 


‘© Two letters from Mr. William Bolts, one to the board and the 
« other to the Secretary, are now read, as entered after thefe 
% minutes, being in anfwer to the letter wrote him the 24th 
Auguf, by our order, on the fubject of his returning to Europe. 
He herein affigns the fituation of his private affairs to be fuch as 
render his immediate departure impoflible ; but affures the board, 
that as foon as they are adjufted he fhall with pleafure- obey 
‘© their orders. 
‘© Ordered, The Secretary do acquaint Mr. Bolts, that after the 
indulgence he has already had, his private concerns are no in- 
duce:inents for us to recede from our orders, and we therefore 
expect that he will embark in the next ihip that fails for Europe. 
Further, that we hear he is carrying on an thnproper inter- 
«© courfe 
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‘© covrfe with the Dutch, to the prejudice of the Honourable Conn- 
s pany’s affairs, and on that account pofitively forbid his leaving 
se Calcutta without our exprefs permiflion. 

*& Ordered, ‘That the Mayor's Court be acquainted herewith, 
that they apply for another Aftderman in his room.” 

The letters written on this occation to the writer and the 
Mayor’s Court were as follow: 


£é 


< "To Mr. illiam Bolts. 
— E KR. 


‘© Tam direéted by the Honourable the Prefident and Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the z9th Auguſt, and to 
acquaint you, that your private concerns, after the indulgence 
you have already had, can be no inducement for them to recede 
from their orders: the board do expe&t that you will embark in 
the next fhip that fails for Eurcpe. 
‘ The board have further ordered me to acquaint you, that they 
have heard you are carrying on an improper intercourfe with the 
Dutch, to the prejudice of the Company’s affairs; they do there- 
fore pofitively forbid the fame, and direé#, that you do not again 
leave Calcutta without their exprefs permiffion. 

I am, SER, 
Fort [TF illrane, Your mott obedient fervant, 


the tft Ocioser 1767. (Signed) SIMEON DROZ, Sec.” 


ae 
éé 
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To Joon Holme, Efq; Regifter to the Honourable the Mayọr’s 
< Court or Calcesta. 
= S © R; 


I am directed by the Honourable the Prefident and Council 
to requeft you will acquaint the Honourable the Mayor’s Court, 
that they have directed Mr. 77 iam Bolts, now an Alderman of 
‘t their Court, to proceed to Eurafe by the next fhip that fails 
from hence. They give the Honourable Court this notice, thet 
they may, /f they pleafe, apply tor another Alderman in his rõom;, 
and to acquaint them, that on their fo doing, their requeft fhall 
‘© be immediately complied with. 
I ams, SA R; 
Fort I Uiii; Your moft obedient fervant, 


fhe Iji Očiober 1767. (S'encd) SIMEON DROZ, SEC” 
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‘The ridicule and-contempt:- which the Governor and Council] drew- 
upon themfelves in the fettlement, by the above proceedings, were 
beyond defcription. The writer was ordered, on the r8th pril 
1767, to proceed to Afudra/s. On the 24th of —— 1767 he was 
ordered to repair to Europe, on the fhip Lord Holland, and on the i ſt 
of Of¢tober eee he was ordered to proceed to Evrope on the next fhip 
that fhould fail; although. thofe gentlemen had been informed by 
him, that he could not, and knew that he would not comply with 
any fuch orders, unlefs his property and that:of his.employers were 
firſt fecured. To complete the abiurdity. of their conduc, although 
the writer had already received their repeated orders to quit. Benga/, 
yet on this rit of Ogfober 1767 the Prefident and Council were 
pleafed to direct, that he fhould zat leave Calcutta without exprefs 
permiffion. . 

In their letter to the gentlémen of the Mayor’s Court, the Prefi- 
dent and Council had given them a Sint to. apply, ‘$ if they 
pleafed,” for another Alderman, in the writer’s room But how- 
ever obfervant they might be of a bmt. from. a Governor on other 
accafions fubfequent to this, yet m. the prefent cafe every member 
af the Court felt far his own fituation.. They were therefore pleafed 
tp order the following letfer to be written by their Regifter on this 
kufinefs : | 


**. To Simeon Drez, Eiq; Secretary. 
“SI — 


«* This morning T reeeived your letter of: the 1ft inftant; which 
*¢ I immediately laid before the- honourable the Mayor’s Court, who 
‘t. directed me to. acquaint you, in anfwer thereto, that when Mr. 
“¢ Bolts’s feat, as an Alderman, becames vacant, the Court will ap- 
‘*¢ ply to the ‘honourable the Prefident aad Council to appoint another 
« gentleman to fiHl.up the vacancy. | 

E ane SL Ra 
Calcutta, Your moft obedient humble. fervant, 

the 6th Oči. 1767.. (Signed). JOHN HOLME, Reg.” 


On the Sth of October 1767 the writer fent a complimentary letter 
to the Mayor and Aldermen on the fubje& of their foregoing letter 
to the board, which, as Mr. Ferelfi has exhibited as a matter of cri- 
minality acainft him, is inferted, for, the reader’s perufal, in the 

APPENDIX ` 
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* APPENDIX: and on the next day he fent another letter to the 
Prefident and Ceuncil, in anfwer to that which he had received from 
Mr. Secretary Dos, of the rft Odfoser 1767. In this + letter he 
earneftly prefled the board for an anfwer upon the very important 
points on which he had addrefled them in his former letters, rela- 
tive to his property and that of others tn his hands, in order that he 
might be enabled.to determine upon his proceeding to Europe by the 
hext fhip. 

With refpect to the charge againft him contained in the letter of 
the 1{t Odtaber ae 7, that he ** was carrying on an improper intercourfe 
** with the Dutch, to the prejudice f the Company's affiurs,” notwith- 
{tanding the folemn call which he had made upon them, in his lct- 
ter already cited, of the 9th Odtoéer 1767, he could obtain no fatif- 
faction trom the Prefident and Council. They would neither ac- 
quaint him with the nature of his crime, ner hear his defence, It 
was therefore impoflible for him even to guefs what this charge 
meant ; nor could he ever difcover it m Jadia. 

it was Mr. Vere/@s publication that firtt difcloied this important 
fecret to the writer, above five years after that very gentleman and 
his confederates had condemned and punifhed him tor this unknown 
crime. But the charge is io truly malicious, frivelous, and ground- 
lefs, that we fhould not intrude on the reader’s patience, by a recital 
of the circumitances attending ir, if the Prefident and Council of 
Bengal, and even the Ea? India Directors, had not given importance 
to this infignifteant tranfaction, by the great and fruitle fs pains they. 
have taken in their invettigation of it. 

It appears from a paper in the Appendix to Mr. Fere//’s book, 
page 196, that the intormation againit.the writer, alluded to in the 
Fetter from the Prefident and Council of the iſt O€f6dcr 1767, Oori- 
ginally came from a Durch gentleman, named Daniel! Lankheet, and 
was tranfmitted in a private letter to Mr. Ferel, from Mr. Thomas 
Kelfail, then Chief of the Exglifb factory at Dacca. It is moft pro- 
bable that no attention was paid by the board to the writer’s call to 
be heard againft this charge, for fear of the cantcquences of a public 
difcuMion, which would have brought to light another } —— 

Q 


* Appendix, F. Mum. XIV. pare 446. 

+t See his letter to the board of the oth Offober 1767. Ibid. page 447- 

+ As this bufinefs was carried on as fecretly as pofiible, we caunor particularly {pecify 
the piecife fhares which thofe gentlemen refpectively held. But Colonel Smt has ac- 
knowl daed (fee Journals of the Houfe of Commons, vol. XXXII. page 939,) that the 
advirce, inende on his account at the durungs amounted to 25,000 rupges, In the pro- 
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oi the gentlemen of Council, who had engaged together for the pro- 
vilion of cloths, or p/ece-goods, at the Aurunes. The charge, as 
contained in Mr. Kef/fa/?’s information of the 18th September 1767, 
imports, that the writer was engaged in a joint concern with Mr. 
Vernet, the Governor of the Durch fettlements in Bengal, for the pro- 
ifion of goods at Dacca, to the amount of 87,500/. to the great 
** prejudice of the Company’s bufinefs, and zrade in general; fince, 
** an order to gct in fo enormous an inveftment, the parties muft 
4 kave necetlaril y purchafed at an advanced price; and that upon 
the gentlemen of the Dutch factory’s difdaining to execute this com- 
miifion, the bufinefs had been transferred, on account of *Mefirs. 
l ernet and Bolts, to a lefs confcientious agent, an Armenian, named 
Cosve Aliguol Sarkis. 

Some time atterwards, Mr. Vere]? procured an afidavit from Mr. 
Keljall, relative to this pretended c/andefline trade of the writer’s, 
whreh, with other * documents of equal importance,’ colleéted or 


_ 


framed againft him after he was fent away from Bengal, were tranf- 
mitted to the Court of Eafi India Directors, by the Shrewfbury, and 


vince of Dacca, where the main part of this joint inveftiment was provided, under the 
management of Mr. Ke//al/, the bulinefs was profecuted with fuch rigour, that the words 
committee-cleth, meaning what was provided on this private account, were then more fa- 
miliar to the weavers than thofe of the Company's invefiment. The oppreflions committed 
under colour of making the Company's invefiment were carried to fuch a height in that pro- 
Vince, that the country-merchants have been known to bury their mu/flins under-pround, 
for fear they fhould be fcized ‘by the Company's Peons. In fupport of this affertiton, the 
writer iĩs in poffeffion of an Original narrative, in the hand-wviting of one of the na- 
tives, fent him from Dacca, whereby it appears, that weavers and brokers have there been 
imprifoned, flogged, put in irons, fined large fums of money, and treated in the molt ig- 
nominious manner, for only daring to fell a few pieces of cloth to fuch perfons as would 
pay them beft tor it. See a tranilation of this narrative in the APPENDIx, A. Num. 
XXXIII. page 170. 

* There was alfo ancthcr document of the fame frivolous nature fent to the Dircétors 
againt the writer by the Shreiw/ftury, atrefted on rhe 23d December 1768, under the hand 
and feal of David Killican, Efg; the Mayor of Caleutta. This was an account of an 
agreement made onthe 6th February 1768, between Charles Cazenove, Efq; Chief of 
the Danif/hb factory, and the writer; whereby, for a valuable confideration, the writer 
was to have the Chief's privilege of fending the weight of 1200 Dani/b pounds, in goods, 
to Copenhagen, on their Com pany’s fhip the Leunie/s of Meltcke. The ifue of this affair 
was, that from the diftrefs in which the Governor and Council had involved his affiirs, 
his Attornies, in his abferce, could not furnith the gcods to fill up the privilege; and 
ticre never was, at any time, a fingle piece of goods fent to Eurofe on the writer’s ac- 
count, by virtue of this agreement, on any fhip whatever. 

A Danis/b gentieman, Myr. Chrivian Frederick Briv, who was Secretary to Mr. Cazenove 
and the Council at Sevranifcre, was the perfon who furnifhed the information ; and he ap- 
pears to Wave been afterwards promoted, for his good fervices, to the office of an Attorney 
an the late Mayor’s Court at Chutia. 
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received in London on the gth December 1769. For the information 
of Mr. Ae/fa//, or the 18th September 17673 the letter on the fame 
fubject from the Court of Direflors to the Prefident and Council in 
Bengal, dated thc 23d Alarch 1 "703 and the antwer from the Prefi- 
dent and Council, of the 2d M6r// 1771, we mult ri gu:ft the reader 
to turn ti our ™ APPENDIX; while we proceed to give a fhort ac- 
count of the real nature of thts trantaction, on which all parties ap- 
pear to have been equally willing to miflead or be mifled, to long as 
either could ferve to injure the-writer. 

In the diftricts of Sr/bett and Dacca, the writer had large concerns 
outftanding, as well in debts as unfold etfecis. Among the latter, a 
principal article was copper; which, betore he refigned the fervice, 
he had bought at the Company’s auction in Ca/euttz, and trantported 
to thote markcts for fale. The returns from thence could only be 
made in the commodities produced in thofe countrics. When this 
became the object, it was agreed, in the beginning of February 1768, 
between Governor Vernet and the writer, to purchafe fome cloth at 
Dacca, on their joint account, paying the duties to the Nabob of Dacca, 
as ufual on {fuch tranfactions. Herein one view of the writer’s 
Was natural to a merchant, to have his goods cheaper, by the charges 
of merchandize being divided on a large inftead of a fmall invoice. 
The other alternative, of paying the duties, he chearfully fubmitted 
to, that no objections might be urged again{t the legality of his trade, 
by his enemies, who had deprived him of the privilege of duftucks, 
even before the expiration of the cuftomary twelve months allowed 
after refignation of the fervice. The ium in which Mr. Fernet cngaged 
was only current rupees + 21,498 ; and the intended commuiffion was 
given to Mr. Daniel Lankheet, who received it, at that time, asa great 
favour. Before the commencement of the bufinets, Wir. Lansheot 
repreiented the great obftructions hs fhould meer with irom tne « 
pendants of the Engli tactory at Dacca; and in confecucuce of | 
repeated reprefentations on that fubject, both sls. Ferner and t 
writer relinguifhed all thoughts ef the concern, as may be fe:n by 
the copy of a fj letter written to Mr. Zantheet on that — 

— 


> 


> 


* Appendix, F. Num. XIII. page 445. Num. Lill. page 558. aad Num. ivi: 
page 560. 
t About 2,330/. 
£ * To Mr. Danicl Larkhect. 
te DEAR SIR, 
‘ I have been favoured with your's of the 26th Fefruary ; and, in confequience of th 
t difficulties rcprefeoted by you, I have rlinguiuihed all thoupiits of tag concarn, Whaa 
ts SLT 
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Upon dupot: happening between th: Dareh gentlemen at Dacca, 


Mr. Kefal and the gentlemen of the Zv2i/) tactorv, who trequently 
had Ny. Leatheet at their heufes, got intelligence of this matter, 
which has been fo mifreprefented : and they as chearfully made ute 
of it, againil the writer, from a jealoufy of his interference with 
their own concerns, and in order to insrratiate themiclves with Go- 
vernor Zerey as Mr. Lamkfcet afterwards did, ungratcfully, to in- 
jure his benetalor, Governor 2 urng 

Ie is truc, that Cowrce ATieue’ Sarkis, a confiderable .f-n2enran mer- 
chant, who, with his famiiv, had been citablihed for many years 
at Dacca, had tranfaéted bufinets for the writer betore, as he did alfo 
atter that period. But it is fde, rhattlis concern was transferred to 
Mr. Sarkis on account of Nletirs. Vernet and Belts; nor had the writer, 
as-he fulemunly declares, amy commercial concern of a fimilar or any 
other nature, under the management of any other perion Or perions, 
jointly with Mr. Vernet, before or atter the faid month of February 
1768: which however, if he had, would have been perfeél/y lawful. 

Nor lets falè was the information, tranimiutted by Mr. Kel/a// to 
Mr. Feret, and by him to the Directors, concerning: the tmmenfity 
of this pretended cugagement, 3%,500/7. tor the whole of all the wri- 
ter’s concerns in Mr. Swrk7s°s hands at no one period amounted to fo 
many rupees. 

Upon coniid ration, therefore, of the papers already referred to 
on this affair, the candid reader will perceive, that there was not 
the leaft foundation for this charge, as brought againft the writer, 
by Mr. fereft; that at worit it was only av intention to have carried 
om a lawful commercial-adventure with Mr. Vernet, which never 
took etfect ; that this intended trade was not agreed on till February 
1768, and was laid afide in the following month; although Mr. Fe- 
relfi has given the Public Mr. He//@//’s information of the faét on 
THE * 181TH SEPTEMBER 17673 and that even the Faf India Di- 


Mr. Vernet is now refolved to profecute folely on the account of the Dutch Company. 
AE 


He has repaid me here the money that was fent on the joint account: you will thcre- 
fare of courſe reccive the neceflary orders from him. 

** Lam forry for this difappointment, as, in confequence of what you had propil at 
“<< Chinfjurah, 1 had flattered myfelf we fhould have been able to do iome bufinets togre- 


*“ ther. If there be any thing whereig I can ferve you here, I requci{t you will command 
** me, who am, i 


aé 


WEAR STR, 
Calcu? tit, Your moit obedient dervant, 
the 3th Murch 1768. (Sisned) WILLIAM BOLTS.” 
* vereix’s Appendix, page lu. 
wectlors, 
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rectors, * ¿n the vear 1770, were ferioufly amufing themſelves in 
drefiing up this atthir, to be ufed in a Court of Record, in juititica- 
tion of what the writer had futfered iz the yerr 1768. 

Equally malicious and groundlets was every other charge brought 
again{t the writer, by Pretident J @re/? and the Council at Bengu/: 
notwithitanding which they were all with equal cagernefs received, 
countenanced, and adopted by the Directors of the Company. But 
perhapsthe reader will wonder why the fentence pronounced againft 
him by the Secret Committee, on the 18th 24/7/1767, has hitherto 
remained unrefuted. . 

This fenténce was wholly founded on the afiittance the writer 
had given to one native named Gocul Sonar, and to another named 
Ramnaut, the merchant already mentioned in this work, in order 
to their obtaining juftice againft Noeka, the political banyan 
to the Prefident and Sele€t Commiittee. It will be feen from the pa- 
pers in the Appendix, that the writer had moft earneitly fought for 
an opportunity of juſtitxing himfelf againſt thofe proceedings of the 
Committee; but it was in vain to attempt a vindication before men 
who had laughed to teorn the conftitutional rights of their fellow- 
fubje&ts, and who feemed to hold in contempt every idea of juflice. 
He therefore refolved, on that occafion, to addrefs himfelf in a direét 
Channel, by memorial, to the Court of Faji Didra Direstors. 

The faid tentence being alfo pronounced againft him after the failin 
of the Mercury, the laft ihip of that feafon, whofe final difpatches 
were dated in pri] 1767, the writcr of courte had no opportunity 
of appealing to the Directors before the diipatch of the thips of the 
next teaiton. Befides, as the Pretident and Council had, about that 
time, violently threatened to fend hima prioner to Englrsd, he did 
not know but he might himfelf have been embarked with his own 
memorial, But when he perceived they were not ready for that 
farther act of violence and breach of the charzer, he thought it moſt 
prudent to let the firit difpatches be tent away before he delivered in 
his vindication, in order that the teerct nroeceedings of the Select 
Committee might be trauimitted to thc Dircétors, figned by the 
Pretident and other members. “Chis precaution he decimed extremely 
nec flarv, for fear of the derk works cf the Comuiittee 3 who, there 
Was realon to futpect, would have had uw tecruples of conicience, 
even to che altering of the records made or their former feerct pro- 
—— or aniwcring any temporary parpole, on fecing liis de- 

Cice. 


2 Am * s À ` 7 * hd — Pf‘ 
Ser AWS. Tetter F. Nem. LIIL. peu eS and Aum: Gyl. Foge LES. 
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The writer's memorial of the th Odleser +767 will not only 
{erve to exhibit what he had to a in his juitification, againſt the 
fecret necufation of the Silet Comunitree, but likewife to thew, that 
tae Court or Directors Were io long ago informed of all the e — then 
exiffing in their government in Bengal, and which naturally brought 
on the ruinous conteaug nees which thev atterwards experienced 3 
we therefore fubinit it entire to the reader’s perufal in the * Ap-~ 
PENDIX. 

As-this memortal particularly arraigned the conduct of Governor 
Pereg, his Committee and Council, it was but juft they fhould have 
1 opportunity oly el or vindicaring emiir Cs. It wis, niorcover, 
S5 rule ot the Company’s fervice, that all addrefits to the Courts of 

fart India Directors Neoule be tranfmitted through. the channel of 
the Pretidents and Councils of therr retpective ftettlements. The 
writer, theretore, inctoted it in a letter — the board, by which he 

ualiy contormed to the eftablrfhed ufage of the fervice, and gave 
his late fellow-fervants, what they had onall oceations induft rioufly 
withheld from him, an opportunity of being heard before condem- 
na ami. Fer that letter, W hich was dated the + 18th O€feber 1767, 
be Likewie oifercd to prove the aflertions contained in his RS 
rial. 

There were two memusis at that time, Mefirs. Ruchard Becher 
ond “faves Alexander, who, having but lately taken their feats at the 
boar, liad not been concerned in the tranfactions again {t the writer 
of afl 1767. He flattered himftelf, therefore, that in thole gen- 
tic menthe might mect with minds. untainted and unprejuciced, or at 
leatt thot would in fome degree be attentive. to the calls af fultice 
on betalt oF dn opprefied man. On this prefumption he wrote a 
t letter alto to thoie gentlemen, principally with a view of ſetting 
theni on their guard againĝ the artifices which he knew would be 

cxortel agwainft bina. 

But, though this letter was of a private nature, Metits. Becher and 
Mexaader did not condetcend to antwer it. The Retidency at the 
Durbar and the Chietthip of Patna, objects in their. vic Ws might ap- 
pear of much greater contequence to them than the doing. of juttice 
= al individual, againtt the Prefidgnt ana kis Cy? leagues. —T hey 
therefore delivered the writer's letter to Mr. Zere/?, and he laid it 
hefore the board; who new all joined in expreiiing the Keeneft re- 


™ See Appendix, F. Num. XVII. pages uso to 472. 
t. ibid. Num. XVIIL PIge 4173. vee — 
⏑, page az. 
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iénutment towards him, in revenge for his having expotvd their mif- 
conduct, in his memorial to the Directors. 

‘The proceedings of the Preftident and Council, held on the * sth 
November 1767, on occation of the writers fuid memorial, and the 
letters juit reterr.d to, are worthy of the readers peratal for their 
curiolity, as well as ucecflary for his underftanding of what follows. 
The extreme bombaatt of ttyle, and the grots compliments therein 
pärli to the Prefident, by himiclr and the reft of the board, carry 
with them a fufficient comment on their own merits. The writer 
was ready, and oftered to prove every aflertion centained in his 
memorial whercof the truth fhould be contcited; to that, rather 
than give their own opinions on their own conduct to the Direétors 
it would have been more honourtible tor the Pretident and Council 
to have undertaken to prove the falfity of his charges againtt them ; 
in Which endeavour, armed with the power they poficfled, and 
themielves being the Judges in Beygu/, they had nothing but truth 
to tear, Yet they theught it more prudent-and fate to aflert, in 
gencral terms, ** that the «Sfardity and maliee of the memorial was 
<E too evident to require any firtélures 3 and therefore they torwarded 
it to the Directors, ** a zumber in the — Wiriour sl REMARKS. 
Bet no prevete minuies of the Pretident and Council could pud/ic/v 
dif/prove facts ; much leis could they ‘convince the ** erbole ferslement,” 
thatit was upright to obftrukt che avenues to jutlice; or, in a Br/rv/ 
colony, to transfer the complaints of Jadran ancrelants trom an open 
trial by juries, to the clandefline proceedings of a junto, {worn to 
fecrecy among themilelyes ; and who, as time hath fince fhewn, 
were deeply intereited in the event of their complaints. 

But tor the pretent we poitpone eer farther expoture ef the con- 
dect of the Pretident and members of the Committees and Council, 
relative to the Hdoos, Revumaut and Gocvls; in order to continue 
our narrative. 

At the expiration. of a fortnight, from the proceedings of the 5th 
November 1767, the tollowing letter was fent to the wr.ter : 


le) 


+ To Mr. Z Jian Bells. 
e & i Re 


e Tam directed by the honourable the Prcfident and Council te 
"e acquaint vou, that they lave peruied vour addreis to the Court of 


* Sce Appendix, Fe Num, NXA. page 47 5- 
Lt ‘¢ Directors, 
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‘“ Directors, your letter to them, alio your letter to the Mayor’s 


Court regarding the Prefident, and to Meflrs. Becher and Mex- 
“< anders all of which confirm them in their opinion, that ig is 
s highly necefary to prevent your remaiaing ia the country. 

* i am theretore once morc to repeat their orders to you to return 
to Europe on the firit fhip that fails trom hence; which you muft 
not on any account evade, as they are determined that you pall not. 
remain in India. 


éé 


cc 
%6 


sé 


; Iam, SIR, 
Fort I lari, Your moft obedient fervant, 
INOU. 55 1767- (Signed) SIMEON DROZ; Sce.” 


Among the methods contrived to diftrefs and harrafs the devoted 
Victun, in which all the members of the board, and every tool over 
whom they had any influence, were induttrioufly engaged; the grand 
plot formed againit him at this period was, to effect the removal or 
banifhment of his commercial agents from the territories of the 
Nabob Sjah al Doweleh and the Rajah Bulwantfing ; where they had 
charge of the conclution of his concerns, and the colle€tion of his 
outftanding debts. “This defign was particularly levelled againft cer- 
tain <érmeniag merchants, who, unfortunatcly for them, did the 
Writer the favour to act for him in that bufinefs. | 

The gentlemen who were engaged in the various monopolies that 
have already been mentioned had a particular intercft in etteéting rhe 
banifhment of thofe driienians ; which was, that of getting imme- 
ciate pofletiion of their trade, and of removing all checks or obftruc- 
tions to theirown. Inthe profecution, therefore, of thefe interefted 
views againit- the writer and his Armenian agents, fuch artifices were 
ufed, by the Pretident and the members of the Council, as none but 
the moit mean and abjc& minds could ever have ftooped to. 

It is by all honeit men acknowledged, that the powers of every 
government were originally delegated tor the good of the governed, 
acd thit they can continue no longer binding than while exercifed 
to What eml. When, theretofe, men invefied with tupreme power, 
het much more the fub-delegates of a tubjeét-goverument, fo far 
dithonour themi. ives as to eimyploy it in the pradlice of tyrannv, 
oppieffion, and injuttice, they thercby forfeit all title to reipect in 
their ftations, render themtelves juft objects of contempt, and make 
At iegellary, as well as laudable, by every legal means, to retitt their 
acts of iolence, and even bring them to juftice. 


Upon 
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Upon thefe principles, the writer could no lone, r refrain from 
treating his late tcllew-fervants, the Prefident aud Council, with 
thet contempt which they had now defervedly brought upon them- 
felves ; as will appear by the letter which he wrote, on the * arft 
of Novemser 1767, in antwer to the lait which he had received trom 
Mr. Secretary ‘Droz. Tle therein told the Secretary, that he fhould 
take no notice of any future letters refpecting his proceeding to ftn- 
rape, unlets he received an aniwer to what he had reprefented relative 
to the fecurity of his property, and unlets fuch letters were figued 
by the whole board. 

The writer indeed thought, that the feizing and tranfporting to 
Europe of a merchant who was poflefled of great property, as well 
his own as belonging to abtent perfons, then in Europe; who had 
large accounts and dependencies with the natives; and who was reti- 
dent within the Brit) tettlement of Calcutta, as onc of his Majcity’s 
Judges, by virtue of the royal charter, were meaiures of fuch con- 
dequence as merited fometling more than a timple letter from Mr. 
Secretary Dres to authorize ; at leait a formal avowal thercof, under 
the hands ot the Pretident and’ Council: who had retufed to take 
the leaft notice of his repeated reprefentations relative to the collect- 
ing and remitting of that confiderable property to Lurape. 

However, the letter to Mir. Dros lait referred to, which was never 
anfwered, put an end to the correfpondence between the Prefident 
and Council and the writer, till about four months afterwards, when 
their actual feizure and imprifonment of lis agents in the country, 
by military force, made it neceflary tor him to rencw it. 

The perfons who, under Colonel Richard Smith and Governor 
Lere/#, aéted principal parts in cffecting the unpriiomment of the 
Writer’s ugents, were Mr. Robert Aliddijon, Nir. Kerei®@> Pervfian 
tranflator; Mr. Joba Chamier, Who, aicer Lord Caws departure, 
Was continued at Bundadras as Mr. Perch? s agent tor diamonds 3; and 
Captain Gabrie? Harper, Colonel Smith» Aid de Canip and + partner 
in trade, who, we have already obferved, was Ratiotid at Froabad. 

For the accomplifhment of their purpote, applcations had been 
made, by Pretident /'eref? and Colonel Sinith, to the Nabob Sijah al 

nus, to carly as fune or f. July 1767. But the tirit document re- 
lative to this butfineis, which bath come to public light, is an extract 


ne r x 
” Ses Appendix, F. Mum. XXIL. page 470- 


to cee General Souts’s evidence in the Iloufe of Commons, Jovrnals, vol. XXXIII. 
SUT ogi 


Apypensix, E. Nam. UI. page 2.48. 
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of a letter from Mr. Rotert Madda to Mr. Pvoe, dated Puta, 
the * 23d Obir 1767. On perufal of this paper the reader wilt 
find, that the Pretident was intormed of a fleet cf boats belonging 
tothe writer, loaded sevh fafttetre, oplhiuin, Sc. arriving at Farad 5 
where, it was tuid, they were endcavoured to be patied wader Mr. 
Maddiom’s mae, who gave this intormation to the Prefident, Accesfe 
the writers time por enjoving the privilege of a dufluck was exprred.— 
Without oxpatiating on the zeal or immente confequence ot Mr. 
Vere DP? s Perjian tranitlator, whote name alone could pats a fleet of 
thirty boats, the reader will pleafe to remark, that the afiertion, on 
the 23d ot Oclober 1767, that the writers ‘* time of a duftuck was 
** expired,” was - not true, as Mr. Pretident Forel knew ful well, 
although, as hath been obicrved, he was nevertheleis J unjuftly de- 
prived ot that privilege. 

From the letter to Nonfieur Gesst//, already referred || to, the rea- 
der will have conceived that gentleman had been of tome fervice in 
the writers trantactions at the Court of the Nabob Sujah al Dowlah. 
In tact, he had afforded confiderable afliftance to the c/-menian mer- 
chants, as well in the writer’s buainets as in their own. It was 
therefore thought neceflary, if pothible, to eftect rhe removal of that 
gentleman alio. At a tormer period, as we have obterved in another 
Place, he had been ttrongly recommended to the Nabob Sizjah al 
Lowlah, by § General Carzac. gut, although the Company could 
not have lets to tear from any individual ean earth, he was now repre- 
fented to be of the moit tormidable confequence ; as if the fatety of 
Colonek Sws whole b rigade, or the very exittence of the Company, 
depended on the hafty removal of one inoitentive Frexchman trom the 
Court of their ** peacetul ally at Fyzačad. 

In purfuit of their plan, therefore, the Colonel’s firft letter againit 
this Freach gentleman was written to the Select Committee at Ca/- 
cutta, from LMlihabat, on the 23d October 1767. In the tame Jetter 
he alfo defired, that Mr. WMirddijon, who was then at Perna, might be 
ient up to him; which, onthe 17th November 1767, was accordingly 


“ Appendix, E. Num. IV. pase 348. 

F As the writer was permitted to refign the Company's fervice on the 26.) November 
3766, the ufual twelve months did not expire ull the 26th November 1707. 

$ See the letters to and from Mr, Themas Rumbsii, Aveexpix, Letter le. pages 249 
and 350. —— 

{ Appendix, pepe 347. 

$ Ihid. pape 288. 
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* * ee -the 4th paragiaph of Mr, Kerci@'’s ictter of sth .ffril 1709, -\ppcnd.x, A. 
Num. chs Page Ilys. 

ordered 
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ordered by the Committee, who now as readily coincided with the 
Colonel's fentiments regarding Monf. * Genzil. 

The next document which Mr. Vere/# has furnifhed, is another 
extrac? of a letter from Mr. Maddifon, atter he had joined Colonet 
Smith, dated Mahaboal, + the 26th November t767% in which. ite 
particularly informs the Governor, that he had got polictiion of a 
fetter from the writer to Monf. Gentil, meaning that of the roth 
June 1767, $ already produced, which he had delivered to Colonet 
Smita. Not only this correfpondence with Mont. Genti/, but even 
that betsveen the writer and his mercantile-agents, was therein re- 
prefented as a dangerous channel of conveying intelligence to the Nabob 
Sujah al Dowlah. he Armenians were accufed ot ** filling the coun- 
try with lying rumours, and of feeming to have adopted a tyitem 
of fixing themfelves in the Nabob’s dominions, as they were for- 
amerly at Murfhedabad.” "The manner in which Mr. ALaddifon con- 
ceived the writer paffed his boats faded with falipetre and other goods, 
was likewite deicribed, and all thete wnportant circuinttances were 
recommended to the attention-of Mr. Pretident 2 ere/?, who had 
himielt before detired Mr. Madainn to procure a farticular letter, 
written by NT. Bolts. . i 

The whole of Mr. Maddsfon’s accufatory informations to the Pre- 
fident evidently procceded from. the ftettled plan, tor obftructing 
and undermining the writers butinefs 3 on which view, they were 
OF courte gladly received and proceeded on by the board... There 
Was not, however, a circumftance in the whole which hał even 
the thadew of truth for its toundatrion, except a report, which 
mught poflibly have circulated, concerning thoie af menian merchants 
engaging to trantact butinets far Mr. Runbofd, as that gentleman had 
actually written § letters to Ciree Neicomb and Coger mk gh tor 
that purpoſe, a few davs before the form was raifed againft them. 
How far Mr. Adivddifen’s informations proceeded from his zeal for 
the Company’s fervice, the reader mav be enabled to judge trom a 
Very curtus letter which, at a fubtequent period, he wrote to his 
partner in trade at Patna, and which not only ftands proved on the 
records of the late Mayor’s Court of Calcutta, but has alio been || ex- 
hibited betore the Court of Efi India Directors. 


‘Appendix E. Num. V. page 349.. 
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Still on the fame fubjeét of the writer’s rreafonable corref{pendence 
with Mont. Gentil, the next accufation was made in a pompous 
letter from Colonel Smith, dated I/lihbabad, the 24th November 1767, 
to the Sele& Committee; which was Mid before the Prefident and 
Council at their comfultation of the roth December 1767. From 
the Colonel’s letter it appears, that the offenfive part of what the 
writer had informéd Mont. Gentil, was a report, that his late part- 
mer in trade, Mr. Jobn Fohnffone, was coming out Governor on the 

art of the King. The Colonel thought that this was a <‘ falfe- 
hood which tended to leſſen the effential dignity and necefiary in- 
fluence of the Prefident ; to whom he conceived it was fo great an 
infult, obliquely offered, that if he, the Colonel, had been prefent 
at the board, he would have moved for the exertion of ‘their authority 
to the utml, to free the fettlement from fo dangerous an inhabitant as 
Mr. Bolts.” 

It is worthy of remark, with what eagernefs all meafuires were 
purfued that had a tendency to injure the writer. “The Pretident 
and Council, by their records of the. * zentb December 1767, refer 
for their information to a Seleét Committee which was not held 
till the eleventh. But the moft ridiculous part of the extract from 
Colonel Syz/th’s letter, as it tands on the faid proceedings of the 
Select Committee of the rith December 1767, is omitted en the 
confultations juft referred to. His words were as follow : 

< ‘The nature of the intelligence tranfmitted from Calcutta, by 
< Sujab Dow/ah’s Vakecl, is without limits. The Nabob is almoit 
« as fully acquainted with the ‘parliamentary proceedings concern- 
** ing thé Company’s affairs, as I am. How far the importance 
<< and dignity ot the Company, and the weight and influence of 
< the adminifiration, is lefflened in his efteem by this communica- 
“<< tion, may be eafily conceived. Whilft a Vakeel is io ready, 
and fo fure a channel to communicate intelligence, few men will 
*¢ be found fo hardy as to maintain a direét correfpondence with . 
*¢ the Nabob, &c. €&c.” 

It may not be eatrly conceived, by an Zing/ijf) reader, why the 
Nabob of Ozrd, an ally of the Bs) nation, in times of protound 
peace, might not be as fately trufted with rhe fecret of the procced- 
ings of a Briti/b parliament, as Colonel Suth. But if the writer 
of fuch a letter as that already quoted to Mont. Genil, had fo 
much to dread from the refentment of fo zealous a gentleman; in 
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a fimilar cafe, within the iphere of the Colonel’s tranfeendent power, 
what might not his Majefty’s fervants apprehend, who. have been 
lately fending over to the natives of Juda, tranflations into the Per- 
fian language of a Britifh act of parhamenut ? Jt is equally incon- 
ceivable, how ‘* the importance and dignity of the Company, or 
s the weight and influence of the adminijration,” could be leflencd, 
in the efteem of the Nabob, or even of the teweft among the 
natives, had fuch a report been true, at that time, cither with 
retpect to a Governor or a Commander in Chief. | 

However, on fuch fecret, imterefted, and frivolous informations, 
without accuting the writer or his agents of any real mifconduct, 
without hearing them in their defence, without any juit cavie of 
complaint againtt them, and contrary to the inclinations * or thie 
Princes in whoſe dominions they retided, were thote innocent mer- 
chants to be fuddenly feirzed, and banifhed ix hundred miles from 
their habitations, families, and property. 

Mr. Pretident Veres + minute, at the confultation of the roth 
December 1767, upon theie informations rcececived from Mr. Afisda/- 
fon and Colonel Smith, was the tirft that he had made on this fub- 
qeet 5 and was calculated to obtain the fanction of the board for the 
arbitrary orders, or recommendations, Which he had fome months 
before privately, and unauthorizedly, fent to the Nabob Swj.uh afl. 
Dow/lah. ‘The acquifition of the writers private letter’ to Mont. 
Gentil was Mr. Fere/’s matter-picce in politics; and from fuch in- 


formations he acquainted the board, ‘** that he could affert, 


trom 
úc 


undoubted authority, that Mr. Bo/ts continued his corre{pondence 
6S with teen refiding at the Courts of she country-princes 3 and 
st with his Armenian agents, endeavouring, by falfe reports and re- 
s preicntations, to leflen the refpect due to the adminifiration, and 

to deítroy the harmony and confidence fubiifting with the 
<< powers of Hindeflan ; that he had an Armenian agent at Fyzabad 
** named Cogee Rafael, another at Bandras, Cogee Melcomb, and a 
third near Ghazipoor, named Cogee Gregore, through whom he 
“© ungratefully endeavoured to injure the ‘interefis of thofe in whofe fex- 
“< «uce he had raifed an independency 3° that, therefore, he had de- 
fired the Nabob to banifh all fuch from his country ; and as he was 
informed that Mr. Bo/ts had pafled his goods, duty-free, under old 


ae 


£6 
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duftucks, he, the Prefident, had ‘* wrote to the miniflers, defirins 
«< them to iffue orders for ftopping all duftucks of a very old date ; 
« a meafure which he hoped would put a ftop to fo DISHONEST 
< AND UNLAWFUL A PROCEEDING.” 

Nor lefs ridiculous were the fentiments exprefied by the Prefi- 
dent and Council, in their letters to the Directors on thefe fub- 
jects ; for proof of which we beg leave to refer to their general 
* letter by the fhip Norfolk, dated Calcutta, the roth December 
1567. This letter recapitulated all their charges again{t the writer ; 
that he had offered an infult to their government, in the perfon of 
the Prefident ; daringly -attempted to lefen their influence in the 
country, and to deftroy: the harmony which happily fubfifted in Coun- 
cil, by- pertonal addrefles to the board, and feret corref/pondencies, 
carried on by means of Armenian agents; and that although he was 
an Alderman of the Mayor’s Court, they were determined to feize 
him by force, and fend him a prifoner to England.——That the 
expediency of fulfilling this refolution became more cvident from 
the intelligence which they had fince received, of the information 
he had given Monf. Gentili, relative to the affairs of the Company, 
and of his ** associaTE,” Mr. Yohnflone’s being appointed Gover- 
nor, on the part of his Majefty ; that the danger of fuch proceed- 
ings was too apparent, * and muft juftify whatever method they 
<* propofed to rid the country of fuch a man.” 

After enumerating fuch fuppofed capital crimes, and enlarging on 
their own dangers and apprehentions, they thus conclude: 

Par. 79. ‘* Having now reprefented fully to you the conduct of 
«© Mr. Bolts, we beg leave again to point out to you the necefiity 
‘© of having the extent of our authority indifputably fixed, qez% 
«< revard to fending perfons home by foree, who will not comply with 
‘¢ our orders. For if this power is not granted, and perions are 
« allowed to remain here, and fet our government at dehance with 
< impunity ; anarchy and confufion muft infallibly take place, and 
‘¢ your influence in thete parts, in the end, be totally fubverted.” 

Such were the proceedings and reprefentations of the Governor 
and Council. ‘The Secret Committee having alto readily coincided 
with the fentiments and meafures of Colonel Smv/4, he was re- 
quefted, in a letter of the + 22d December 1764, figned by Preti- 
dent Ferel, Meffrs. Cartier, Becher and Fffeyer; ** to ute his en- 
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“© deavours with the Nabob to remove Mr. Bolts’s gomaſtahs from 
*« his dominions.” 

The Colonel’s zeal had indeed * already been exerted, and re- 
quired no initigation from the Secret Committee, to effeét a pur- 

fe which he * fo much at heart for the gratification and intereſt 
of himfelf and his friends. And in the month ot December 1767, 
he paid a vifit to the Nabob Sujab al Dow/ah, at Fyzabad, whereof, 
one principal object was the removal of thofe Armenians, who were 
the writer’s agents, from the dominions of the Nabob. 

So early as + March 1767, the Nabob Sujah al Dow/lah had been 
made independent, as was pretended, with refpeét to all reftrictions 
of trade carried on by gomattahs within his own dominions, by let- 
ters from Mr. Prefident Vere/#; who, before that perind, had alfo 
informed him, that the writer, having refigned the Company’s fer- 
vice, was not under their f protection, nor deferving of the tavour 
fhewn him by that Prince ; who, as hath juft been feen, by an 
order from the Seleét Committee of the 22d Decenider 1767 to Co- 
lonel Smith, was alfo required ‘* to remove. Mr. Bolts’s goma/fiahs 
<< from his dominions.” 

Under fuch circumftances, the reader who has any right infor- 
mation of India will acknowledge, that the writer could pofiefs no 
influence with the Indian Princes for the protection of his agents or 
gomaftahs, except fuch as was founded on general juftice, or their 
perfonal good-will towards him; much leis could thofe Princes 
have been afraid to exert their owr authority againft his Armenian 
or other agents, if their mifconduct had rendered fuch an -€xertion 
needful. 

There were no Armenians, at that time, ‘* 7 the fervice of indivi- 
‘© duals,” refiding under B:iti/b protection, as agents, in all the 
provinces of Mababad and Owd, except thofe employed by the 
writer; although there were many other Armenian merchants in 
thofe provinces, as well as in every other part of Hindofian. Mir- 
zapore, Bandras, and Ghazipoor, were places at a great diftance 
from the Court of the Nabob Sujah al Dowlah, and within the jurif- 
diétion of the Zemindary of the Rajah Bulwantfing, whofe revenues, 
annually payable to that Nabob, were fixed at a ftipulated fum, by 
treaty, guarantied by the Company. The Rajah, therefore, exer- 
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ciſed as Zemindar and Prince of the country, every authority rela- 
tive to the trade, revenues, and government of his own Aemindarv, 
independantiv of the Nabob Sjah al Werwleth ; although, as ha: 
been already thewn, that Nabob, in confequence of a perwinahs 
from Prefident /’ere/?, had been induced to give Colonel Smith and 
Claud Ruff/l, Eiq; an exclative grant in the name of their gomattah 
Lfmeelleg, for-carsving on the taltpetre-trade in his dominions. 

It was neceflary to bring thefe tacts to the reader’s view, betore we 
produced to him the next document that has come to public know- 
ledge, which was a letter from Colonel Szith to the Select Committee, 
dated the * 3d Fuanery 1768. In that letter, which appears to have 
been calculated to eticét the removal of all obttacles arifing troni 
other merclaants, the Colonel inf6rmed the Committee, ** that the 
s Nabob Sajah al Dowlab had reprefented to him the great iis 
t conveniencies which arofe from gomaftahs and dependents of 
< fgh/P gentlemen retiding in his dominions, particularly at Afir- 
zapore, Bands, and Ghezipoor 3 that the Nabob was extremely 
cautious in exerting his authority, over any of thote who even 
afiumed the Fugi» pame, notwithitanding the impotitions, ex- 
tortions, and trauds they were guilty of; that as the Nabob had 
e recerved repeated affurances from the Prefidency, that no private trade 
‘t [onid be carried on in his dominions, Yo he requefted, that the 
** Colonel would cxert fis power to free the country from she Ar- 
menians and natives ot Bengal, in rhe fervice of individuals; tor 
whote expulfion the Colonel aflured the Nabob ettectual means 
* fhould be ufed, as he had heard the ** Prefident made it a point 
neither to grant dufiucks or percednahs into his Excellency’ s dominions.” 
Further, as a proot of difintercitedneits, ** the Colonel aflured the 
* Nabob, it fhould be bis cre, that the perwinah which he himfelf 
** had granted to \imaelbeg (Cone of bis own fubjects) for the erxclufive 
“<< privilege of making faltpeize ox ACCOUNT of ENGLISH GENTLE- 
e MEN, /bould be returned.” 

The whole of this letter was a compleat mifreprefentation of 
facts, and to perfons acquainted with the geography and govern= 
ment or thote countrics, carries with it its own refutation. The 
Nabob Sujah a! Dowlab could not poflibly have any reafon to com- 
plain ot what was done in matters of trade at Mirzapore, Banaras. 
and Ghazipoocr. “That Nabob allo, when applicd to by Colonel Sith 
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was fo overfe to fuch an aét of injuftice, that he * efpoufed their 
cauf2, and afterwards took into his own + fervice Mr. Yshauaes Padre 
Rajaél, the only omens, under the Colonel’s defcription, then 
relident within his immedioete invipisiion, in order to protect him from 
violence. The Colon-et was equally unlucky in his application 
in + January. 1768 to the Rajah Bulwantine, at Banivas; who 
actually declared, in the Colonecl’s pretence, tha Fe had no complaimts 
romake avainfi Nir.Gregore Cojamaul, the Armenian merchant whom 
he was dseéted ta remove. But what proved ttill more difgracetul 
to the Colonel’s arguments was, that the only real complaint of 
this nature, appearing on the Company’s records, was actually 
made againft the Colonels own goma/lah, Ifmaelbeg, by the KING; 
or Grand Mogul, Snan ALLUM ;, who, in February 1768, wrote 
a § letter to Mr. Vere/#, complaining, that ‘* one J/imeaelbeg had en- 
‘© ovroffed the whole trade of faltpetre, under the fanction of the 
* — and defiring to be informed on what authority he really 
«c géted.”*: 

As the Nabob Sujzh al Dowlah, and the Rajah Bu/wantfing, had 
till then evaded the -many applications made to them for teizing 
and banifhing the writer’s agents, the order was at lait pretended 
to be made || general for recalling all gomaftahs from thofe countries. 
It had been talfely alleged, that the carrying on of any trade in 
thole dominions had been in violation of the $ orders of the Direc- 
tors; for they entirely difapproved of the reftrictions that had been 
laid thereon, pronouncing them to be ‘** unadvifed, unneceffary, *™ m= 
‘© aalitic, and pernicious.” However, when every other artiiice had 
failed, Mr. ere/? at laft requefted the Nabob Sujah al Dow/lah to 
oblige him, by tpeedily apprehending Jobannes Padre Rafael aud 
hfcan Eflephan, rmenian merchants, then refident at byzabad,. 
and fending thein to Calcutta, as being +t “a tribe of a bad caſt, whofe 
te principles were only falfhood.” But the Nabob appearing to con 
tinue tardy in fuch ff fervice, the Company’s feapoys, under Colo. 
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nel Sarsia Atd de Camp and partner in trade, were employed for 
that purpote. woe potitive * orders were fent by the Governor to 
the Rajah Bekeantjne, tor the inprifonment and banifhment of the 
armenswas, Melcomb Phi: and Gregore Cojzmanul, who refided within 
lis Guriuidicétion. 

While meafures were taking for feizing the perfon of Mr. Rafael 
he got intelligence. thercot, and by letter from Fyzabad, informed 
the writer, that the reafon atligned for his intended imprifonment was, 
his being an impoftor, who talfely pretended to aét for perfons under 
icexglifb protection, without authority for fo doing; and he there- 
tore requetted, under the writer’s hand and feal, fpecific powers 
concerning the tranfactions he was entrufted with for his account, 
to be nroduibedl whenever neceflary. In compliance with this requi- 
tion, the writer did, in Apri 1768, fend him up, in the Perfian 
language, powers duly authenticated for collecting his outftanding 
debts and balances, according to juitice and equity ; with declar— 
ing, that whoever impeded him therein, or fhould molcft or im- 
prifon him, would be made refponfible to the writer for all confe- 
quences. ‘There is inferted in the ArpENDIx a + tranflation of 
this paper, which certainly would have appeared unworthy of the 
reader's attention, had not this fimple tranfaction been inftanced by 
Mr. Verei as a high crime, and the paper dignified with the title 
of ** a f proclamation iffued in the fiyle of a Sovereign; or if the tool 
of a Mock-Nabob at Mur/hedabad, to whom the paper was after- 
wards fhewn, had not, for férving an iniquitous purpofe, been 
made, four months afterwards, to fend it down to the § Pretidency 
with complaints of it, as an infult on his dignity; and if the Pre- 
fident and Council, contrary to truth and the evidence of the very 
paper before them, had not theseon complained of it to the || Direc- 
tors in September 1768, as a letter written in an imperious {ftyle to 
Mahommed Reza Khawn. 

During the above-related proceedings, Mr. Vere/? having been in- 
formed that the writer had obgained from Fyzabad, copies of the let- 
ters which he had written for the feizure and banifhment of the Ar- 
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menians, on the * 27th of March 1768, he fent complaints thercon 
to Sujah al Dowlah, defiring that Nabob to ‘* make ftrict inquiry 
« irto the affair, as a matter of the moft ferious moment,” alleg- 
ing, that “ if a man of fo little confequence as Mr. Bolts could 
‘*¢ thus penetrate into the fecrets of his correipondence, it would be 
‘ much more eafy for men of fuperior influence and importance 
** to do the fame.” And after obtaining abundance of intelligence 
concerning the intrigues that were then carrying on to cffect the 
ruin of thofe innocent men, the writer at laft received pofitive in- 
fotmation of their being actually imprifoned; and on the goth 
March 1768 wrote a letter to the Prefident, on the fubjcct of fuch 
limprifonments. 

In that + letter Mr. Vere/#? was fully informed of the nature of 
the writer’s concerns under the management of his Armenian agents, 
and of the loffes that would accrue to him and them in confe- 
quence of their imprifonment. He requcfted, if they had been 
guilty of mifbehaviour, that he might have time to appoint others 
to the care of his affairs, or that they might be releated if inno- 
cent; and as they had not charge of any new concerns, that they 
might be permitted to continue there for four months, to conclude 
his old ones, on the fame footing as the agents of the Prefiident 
himfelf, the reft ot the Council, and of other gentlemen ; while he 
offered to engage in any bond, as a fecurity tor their good-beha- 
viour. In order to put an end to the vexatious contei{ts which 
fubfitted among the gentlemen competitors for the faltpctre-trade, 
the writer likewite offered to put it on tuch a footing as thiat the 
Company might gain thereby at leaft fifteen thoufand pounds itet- 
ling fer annum, clear profit, befides other important advantages. 

Without paying any attention to thote parts of the writer’s ler- 
ter, Mr. Ferel informed him, that repeated complaints had been 
received againit gomattahs in general, in the provinces ot Oxew and 
Wahabad 3; and that the Company had given orders Jar re fojttive 
s< prohibition, to their ferwants, of all trade weaitever HW Pafe pro- 
< SHOES loned V0 particular con: plaints hie 
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had received of the writers agents; but, on the contrary, aflaured 
him, in his iaid Ictter of the ji 3 1it Niveb 1 ~O 0; EPELA T ME Kk Se 
OF NO ORDERS FOR IMPEDING THE UCSISESS CH His GOMAR- 
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TAHS IN PARTICULAR, IN THE DOMINIONS OF SUJAM AT 
DowLAH AND BULWANTSING. 

The writer * informed Governor Ferel, in anfwer to his letter, 
that by copies of the orders which b bad received, it appeared, 
that his gomaftalıs were particularly mentioned by name. But in 
order to give him an caty retreat, the writer attributed the Prefi- 
dent’s ignorance ef the orders, to his having been deccived by thofe 
who penred the Peran letters; and {till requeited the favour of 
orders for the rcleafement of the prifoners. The compliance with 
this requeft was far from the intention of Mr. /re/?, who, after 
repeated applications, informed the writer, by another letter, dated 
the + gth -pril 1768,. that the orders given tor recalling the go- 
mattahs were general not particular; ** but that as the names of 
** {quch perfons (the writer’s agents) came to his knowledge, it be- 
‘¢ came neceflary to point them out.” 

After making a number of fruitle{s applications, the writer was 
at laft referred to the Select Committee, who joincd in folemnly 
affuring him, {f THAT THEY, OR THE PRESIDENT, KNEW OF 
NO ORDERS FOR THE CONFINEMENT OF ANY OF HIS GOMAS- 
TaAUS; and further informed him, that they thought he had no 
right to call upon them on this occafion, having long fince had the 
uiual time allowed him for the adjuftment of all his affairs; and 
that as he had already been ordered to leave the country, and ad- 
viled that no further protection would be giyen him, they were there- 
fore determined snot to interfere, or in any {hape charge themielves 
with any of his concerns. 

Several other applications were refpectivcly made to the Select 
Committee and Prefident and Council, on behalt of the imprifoned 
Armenians, as well by their own § relations, as by the writer, but 
without any effect. In the mean while, an innocent minifter of 
the Nabob Sujzh al Dowlah’s, whom Mr. Keret was pleated to 
fufpeét of having furnifhed the writer with copies of his orders for 
imprifoning thole Armenians, to appeafe the Prefident’s wrath, was 
forced to fend down a penal obligation called a || Mutchu/cah, under 
his hand and feal, whereby, according to the arbitrary cuftoms of 
the Eaft, he and his family would have been devoted to deftruc- 
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tion, agreeably to the tenor of the Afetchulcah, if it had been proved 
that he had furnifhed the writer with copies of any of Mr. Ferers 
letters to the Nabob Sajab el! Dowlah; who himtelf was likewiie 
forced to returna all * thote which he had reccived on the fame fub- 
ject from the Prefident. 

On fufpicion that the fame kind of intciligences had been like- 
wite given to the writer by the Rajah Bukeuntging, that VPrince’s 
Wakeel, or ambaflador, was alio ignominioufly turned out of Cal- 
cutta by the + Pretident, without any authority trom, or even 
communication with his Council upon the tubject. Of this the 
writer duly t informed the board, and even otfcred to prove the fact 5 
but although a lets aftront than this, the difgracetully turning out 
a hircarah, or {py, had greatly contributed to raie that indignation 
of Serajah al Dowlah, wwich terminated in the lois of Cafcazte:, the 
board took no notice of the writer’s information. 

Not being able to get any kind of fatistaction from the Pretident 
and Council, or Select Committee, on the 18th Aay 1768, the 
writer caufed a proteft to be {erved on them, when affembled in 
Council, by the notary public; in which he declared his demand 
againft them for damages, confequent of their imprifonment of his 
agents. At the fame § confultation that moft extraordinary ediét 
was refolved on, which hath been alfo noticed in the firit part of 
Confilerations, Sc. prohibiting all ARMENIANS, Portugueze, or 
their defcendants, from refiding or carrying on any trade, direétly or in- 
directly, ** jn any part of India, OU’ OF TIIE PROVINCES OF BEN- 
& GAL, BAHAR, AND ORISSA,” under penalty of the fevereft 
punifoinents, and confi{cetion of their property. 

Itis recommended to the reader attentively to perufe the proceed- 
ings of the board at the contultation here referred to; and that he 
will afterwards advert to the following obfervations.—That this was 
the fifi prohibition that had been made of trade within the territories 
of the Nabob Sajerh al Dowlah, which, by the cighth article of the 
treaty with that Nabob, it had been ftipulated, that || 4/s Highnefs 
Should allaw the Englith Company to carry on, duty-free, throughs: 


* Appendix E. Num LXXIX. page 410. 

} Ibid. Num. LXXVII. pge 408. Num. LXXXIV. page 415. and Num. LX XXYI. 
page 417. 

+ Ibid. page 415. 

$ Ibid. Num. LXX. page 404. 

1 Dated the 16th -Jug y? 1765. Sce Reports of the Houfe of Commons, 17732. vol. 
ill. page 446. 
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out the whole of his dominions ; that this, and the other articles of the 
treaty, which had never been * renounced, were confirmed by Mr. 
Cartier, General Smith, and Mr. Claud Rufell, in the fulleft lati- 
tude, by a + fubfequent treaty; that the extraordinary regulation 
in queftion was originally made by the Seleét Committee on the 
27th April 1768, in private; that at the aforefaid confultation of 
the 18th May 1 763, if was Jirft ordered, that public notice foould be 

ruven of this refolution, which, however, was not done before the 8rh 
or 9th of June following, although it was to take place afrer rhe ex- 
piration of two months from the 27th April 1 768 ; that if the Prefi- 
dent and Council had pofieffed a power to iffue fuch an order, it 
would have been impofiible for.any perfon to com ly with the con- 
ditions of it, who had outftanding concerns at the diftance of fix 
hundred miles from the Prefidency of Calcutta; and that the agents 
of fuch perfons would be expofed to the sEvEREST PUNISHMEN TS, 
and their property to CONFISCATION, even before news of the re- 

ulation could reach them.—When the candid reader has conf- 

ered thefe facts, he will certainly allow, that we cannot too much 
admire the zeal, virtues, and abilities of our Calcutta lepiflators on 
this occafion. 

But the writers Armenian agents being brought away from the 
high countries, fecured under confinement at Afur/hedabad, and by 
this edict precluded from returning thither when they might chance 
to be releaited; the board were alio pleafed, at the fame-confulta- 
tron, to contider ** the great difadvantages refulting from an imme- 
s< diate recall of aV gomafiahs of individuals, trading in the coun- 
** tries of the Nabob Sujab al Dow/lah, and of the Rajah Bulvari- 
‘© fing 3 and thereupon reiolved to allow them to refide there for 
‘e the fpuce of two months, fer the*adjuftment of the affrirs of 
“© their conftituents, and the colleétion of their outftanding balances.” 
For even Mr. Fere/# had J now acknowledged, that perfons heme 
feizedand fent away, without allowing them time to adjuift their attairs, 
would ‘* find it 1rmpoffible even to receive the debts lawfully due to them? 


* See the letter from the Court of Directors, Appendix E. Num. XCII. Pave 424. 

+ Dated the 29th November 17063. See Reports of the Houk of Cominons 1 TG 2s 
vol. IV. page 83. Neverthelefs, the fame General Smith being afked by the Select Coum- 
mittee of the Floufe of Commons, * Do you know of any renunciation of the CM th article 
*“* of the treaty with Sujah Dowlah, s?ipu/ating a freedom in trade ?” did not hefitate to 
anfwer « J believe Lalo Lunderjicot that the noble Lord Clive pave it vA to Svjah 
** Dowlah.——TJ have tt only from hearfay.” Sce General Smith's evidence, Journals, 
vol. XXXIII. page 9.10. 

{ Appeudix E. Num. LIX. page 393. 
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Thus the banifhment of the writer’s Armenian agents, in parti- 
cular, was the obje&t of all thefe violent and contradictory mea- 
fures. It is however more than probable that the Nabob Sujah al 
Dow/ab had as much reafon as the king to be diffatisficd with the con- 
duct of Colonel Smiths gomaftah, Ifmaelbee, and of certain gomattahs 
who were employed by Mr. Rumbold at * Goruckpoor, a diſtrict within 
his own immediate jurifdiction. The Rajah Bul-vantiing might alfo 
have had equal reafon to be difpleafed with the behaviour of other black 
gomaſtahs at Mirzapore, in the fervice of gentlemen of influence. 
But the natives of the upper countries, who are not of fuch timid 
difpofitions as the people in Bengal, will refitt opprefiion by force. 
It was, therefore, only fuch gomattahs as were tupported by much 
influence and power, who could commit great violences, and again tt 
whom the Nabob, or Rajah, might not dare to complain to the 
Prefidency. ‘Che Armenians who were employed by the writer pof- 
fefled no influence; they traded entirely on a footing with other 
natives ; and thofe Princes, encouraged thereto as they had been, 
could, as we have already obferved, have had no apprehenfions from 
an exertion of their own power againit them. But the real fact 
was, that there were no complaints made againft them, but fuch 
as had been framed by the gentlemen who were concerned together 
in bringing about their confinement and expulfion ; for by the very 
letters which were exprefly calculated to eftect the imprifonment of 
thete Armenian merchants, in particular, as agents to the writer, 
Governor Verei appears + to have been firft informed of the great 
wiclences, extorlions, and i aiii of gomaflabs by the letters he re-. 
ceived from Colonel Szith. 

The defigns againft thefe particular Armenians being thus accom- 
plithed, under fuch pretences as have been inentioned, the Pref- 
dent and gentlemen of Council continued their own gomattahs in 
thofe countries, and went on with their trade. The pious refolu- 
tions of Governor Yerel, 4 not to grant any perwanahbs or duftucks 
for trade bevond the limits of the three provinces, tor the relief of the 
diftrefled natives, were not to be conftrucd to extend te hrnfelf, or 
nis friends. Hoe had not only granted a perwdrah to Metirs. Colo- 


" Appendix I. Nam. XXIV. page 367. 

+ ind. Num. XVI, page 36r. and Num. XX. pace 254. See alfo Vere/f’s Ap- 
peivux, Num. ILAXXV. and Num. LXXXVI. page is7, where he pives partial ex- 
linet, us copies of the letters here referred to. 

t Appendix E. Num. XIII. paze 359. Num. XVI. page 361. and Num. AXA. page 
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nel Smith, Ruffe//, and Company, but likewife to Meffrs. * Aeran- 
der and Feky//; and with refpeét to his own gomaflah, or agent for 
diamonds, who was alfo continued at Bandras, he obtained another 
perwidnah from the Nabob, + exempting him from duties on that 
branch of trade, and feverely reprimanded the Rajah Bu/want/ing 
for ‘$ demanding duties from the merchants felling diamonds to Mr. Cha- 
‘ mier,” HIS SAID AGEN'T.—In the fame letter to that Rajah, he 
alfo {trongly —— the currency of Enghth duflecks in that Princeés 
territories, with referving to himfelf the privilege of correcting abufes 
therein ; while the bufinefs pretended to be taken from U/inae/beg was 
transferred to the management of one Feyaz A//y Khawn {till ** on 
“e account of Enghth gentlemen,” who have continued the trade in 
thoile provitsces uninterruptedly to the prefent time. 

‘The patience of the reader would be exhaufted in tracing the Prefi- 
dent, Select Committee, and Council of Ca/cutta through all the mazes 
of mifreprefentation, falfhood, and wicked policy, by which they 
effe&ted, and afterwards endeavoured to fcreen and juftify their per- 
fecutions of the innocent Armenian merchants, even in the territo- 
ries of {fuch Princes as they pretended to fay were independent, and 
who, from juftice and humanity, fought in vain to proteét them. 
We muft, therefore, refer our indulgent readers to the Appendix 
avhich under the Letter E. pages 345 to 433, contains in regular 
order, every material paper that has come to our knowledge, and 
will throw further light on this matter ; while we referve a {eparate 
chapter for our obfervations on the cafes of the Armenians in gene- 
ral, and of thefe injured men in particular.—Yet in all thefe felffh 
purfuits the Prefident and Council had the modeffy to plead public 
orders, and pretend the fervice of the Company; than which 
nothing could be more contrary to truth, or more repugnant to 
every principle of realon and equity. 

But the real merits of our Calcutta reformers, on this occafion 
cannot be fhewn'in a truer light than by expofing the duplicity of 
their conduét, from their own words. bWJpon the letter of com- 
plaints atrcady quoted from Colonel S7/th to the Selet Committee 
the pous Prefident thus addrefles the Colonel : — 

+ <t It is with fome aftonifhment, as well as concern, that I ob- 
“< ferve the reprefentations you have becn pleafed to make to the 





* Appendix note, page 358. 

+ Ibid. Nem. XXIX. page 370. 

I See-Mr. Veres letter of the 31ft January 1768 to Colonel Smith. Journals of 
the Houle of Commons, vol. AX XIIL page 937. i 
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Committee, in your letter to them of the gd inftant, refpecing 
the private trade carried on by Engli gomaftahs in the Sircars 
at Ghazipoor and Afirzapare, and other parts of the Nabob Sujah 
al Dewilah’s doniunions. I therefore have taken this method to 
acquaint you with my fentiments thereon ; for, notwithftanding 
I am at all times determined to preterve and fupport my prero- 
gative in its due extent, and to endeavour at conducting all atiairs 
of a pubhe nature to the beit of my abilitics, upon what I cfteem 
the moft ſteady, uniform, and tolid plan, ver no difference of 
opinion in thote points fhall have any fwav with me, when mat- 
ters Of private concern are under my contideration. 

** ‘The orders of the Company, and the refolutions of the Con- 
mittee, are potitive, that no private trade. fhall be carricd on 
eevthout thete provinces, and the penalty to thofe who {hall dif- 
obey them, no lets than difmiffion from the fervice. Yet, it 
appears by your letter, that they are difobeyed, and that, too, 
in fucha manner, as to oblige the Nabob Sujah al Dotliah to 
complain to you of the opprefiions and extortions of Exg/ifb go- 
miaftahs ; the truth of which was confirmed by Bulwantfing. 

‘© You have expretied your apprehenfions of fatality to the Com- 
panx's poficfions, unlcfs the moft vigorous meafures be purfued 
by the Committee to annihilate thefe complaints, fo traught 
with pernicious coufequences ; and informed the Committee of 
your having affured Sujah al Dow/ah how defirous you are to 
{trike at thic root of this evil, and that it fhould be your care, 
that the perwanch for an exclufive privilege to make faltpttre on 
account of the Engli, granted to I/maelbeg, fhould be returned. 
‘ Called upon, as the Committee are, in this public manner, 
were they to content themfelves with only recording: your let- 
ter upon the face of their preceedings, the Court of Directors 
mught very pofiibly conceive an idea of your attentive and faith- 
ful fervices at their expence, or periiaps fee caufe to fufpect their 
difintercftednefs and integrity. If, on the contrary, they fecond 
your remonftrance with that degree of vigour you tell them they 
fhould, by refolving to deteét and punith every aggreflor, may 
not your name happen to ftand recorded at the hcad of the lift? 
You have particularized Ifmaelbeg 3 thould they inquire by whom 
he has been employed, will it not be found that he was cem- 
ployed by you? Employed, not only in carrying on a trade pro- 
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< nopoly throughout the greateft part of the dominions of our 
‘“ friend and ally ?" 

To which, in his letter * of the 8th February 1768, the zealous 
and Wfinterefed Colonel thus replied : 

‘ Upon what part of my conduct, Sir, can you found fuch a 

‘“ queftion ? Wherein have I acted different from you ? — Could I 
*< conceive the purchafing of faltpetre in Sujzh al Dow/lah’s domi- 
hions to be fundamentally wrong, when you yourfelf wrote to 
Sujah al Dowlah in favour of Mr. Rafti s gomattah ? Could 1 
conceive it to be a prohibited commerce, when you yourfelf en- 
couraged it ? Could I imagine it contrary to the regulations of 
~= the Sele Committee, when you, who prefidecd in that Com- 
mittee, made ule of your influence to introduce it ?” 
Such, in matters of internal policy and external commerce, have 
been the cruel and tyrannic tranfaétions of a government of civil 
and military harpies, in fupport of their own moft iniquitous and 
oppreflive monopolies in trade; which were alike hurtful to indivi- 
duals, to the Company, to the fubjeéted provinces, and to this 
kingdom : and which not being warranted by the laws or praétice 
of Hindoflan, much lefs of Great Britain, can be tairly contemplated 
in no other light, than as crimes of the grcate{t magnitude, and 
which merit the fevereft punifhment. 


* See Journals of the Houfe of Commons, vol. XXXIII. page 939. 
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CHA P. IV. 


ON the Tyrannic, MILITARY, and ARBITRARY PRE- 
TENDED JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS of theCOMPAN Y’s 
RuLING-SERVANTsS in BENGAL, from their IMPRISONMENT 
of the WRITER’s AGENTS, until their illegally STRIPPING 
him of his Orrice of ALDERMAN, and their FORCIBLE 
SEIZURE and EMBARKATION of his perfon, on board the SHIP 
VALENTINE, to be tran{ported to EUROPE. 


HE many deferved miftarriages which the gentlemen of the 
Committee and Council at Calcutta experienced in their 
commercial undertakings, did not a little contribute to the increafe 
of their animofity towards the writer, whofe trade, in the conclu- 
fion of his concerns, continued as profperous to himfelf, as it was 
really ferviceable to the Company and country, in {pite of all the 
obftructions they could give it. But defpcrate malice at length in- 
{pired them with the refolution to apply military power, tor the 
accomptifhment of their ends, in order to crufh by this, the laft 
inftrument of tyranny, what they could not undermine by craft. 

The obje& of their projeéted monopoly of cotton was of fuch 
magnitude, that it could not be accomplithed with all the meney, 
influence, and power of the whole contederacy ; for, befidcs what 
the writer and others brought from the weftern countries down the 
Ganges, tar greater quantities than had been expected were likewife 
imported by tea. They, therefore, found themielves greatly difap- 
pointed in their expectations ; fo that Colonel Sith might have had 

ood realon for aflerting, * he did not gain any advantage by his pur- 
i tee Seca Vercel(Us fave; though the merchant might have out- 
witted the foldier in the bargain. 

But all poffible means were ufed by the monopolizers in power 
for the moft advantageous difpofal of their cotton. In the province 
of Patna, under ShzeteArey, a new and unprecedented duty was laid 
on what came down the Gazges, which almoft amounted to a pro- 
hibition of importation in that way ; and at Mur/hedahud, Mahoii- 
med Reza Khawn was employed to difpofe of a confiderable quantity 


# Sce Journals of the Iloufe of Commons, vol. XXXIII. page 939. 
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that wai o.tigned to him, with a reccwmendatory letter from Go- 
rernor Fec. And fo very ftrcnucus was that MINISTER, In the 
beneficial ditpofal of this confignment to the Zemindars and other 
inhabitants, that the poor people have been feen going, in a body, 
with cotton on their * heads as a fignal of diftre{s, to complain to 
Mr. Francis Sykes, then Fugiifo Retident, or Company’s ` di€lator, 
at the Durbar. 

With refpect to the writer's particular trade, a party of the 
Company’s black-troops, detached from Colonel Smith's brigade at 
Wahabad, actually ttopped and feized a flect of his boats, on thcir 
way to market, loaded with cotton, which, after many difficul- 
ties, was obliged to be unloaded and refold, toa confiderable loſs, at 
Banaras. “His black-gomaftahs in the province of Mahabad were 
imprifoned and + flogged ; and Captain Gabriel Harper, the Colonel’s 
agent and partner at Owd, not only took and forcibly detaincd from 
another black-gomattah of the writers, two perwdémrhs tor faltpetre, 
granted him by the Nabob Swjah al Dewlzh, under his hand and 
feal, but the people employed by him in the ftaltpetre-buiinefs, 
caufed the writer’s warchoutes and property likewife to be plun- 
dered; particularly at a place called La/poor Carowiy, where he 
thereby loft three thoufand maunds of faltpetre, betides feveral 
boats. 

In conteguence of a regueit from Colonel Savth, permillion had 
bccn granted him by the Sclcct Committee, on the | 23d Febuary 
1768, to repair to the Pretidency, in order to prepare tor Europe. 
Difappointed in his views of trade, and perhaps not a little piqued 
at the protection and countenance fhewn by the Nabob Sjah al 
Deza and the Rajah Be/wenting to his rivals, the 2iwenin mer- 
chants, he returned to the Preftidency with no fmal] dcgrce of re- 
fentment towards the writer, whote correipondence with thoic “/- 
menians kad contributed to thwart the ‘* commercial § fifrem’” of the 
Colonel and his partners. 

Soon atter his rcturn tothe Prifidency, frherefere, on the 4th 
Atizy 1708, the Colonel entered a flaming || minute on the proceed- 
ings of the Council against the writer; in which he cmpheticetly 
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Lvntcer Baucheracht, the prefent Governor of the Dunh fe:tements in Lengel, 
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S gautus, vol XXXIII. page 930. 
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reminded the board, that their former r2folutions for fending him 
a prifoner to England {ftood unrevoked and unexecuted, although he 
had continued carrefpanding with the coutry-poweors 3 that the conio- 
quences of fuffering him with impunity to bid defiance to the au- 
thority of the board, were fo very obvious, that it was unneceflary 
to mention them: but when he read an unanimous DECREE of the 
board, ‘* for taking fuch meafures, on this occafion. a3 appeared 
abfolutecly necefflary for the pubitc-feravce, he could not but conjure 
the Prefident and Council to fupport the dignity of government, by 
entorcing obedience to their own refolutions.” — 

In conmfequence of this minute, it was unaniunoufly << æarecd and 
‘e refalved, that the writer fhould be pofitively fent a prifoner to 
‘< Europe, by the firft fhip to be difpatched from the Pecidency.” 

Nr. Edavard Fenwick, a gentleman in the fervice of the Coni- 
pany, and employed in the Sccretary’s office, firft gave information 
of this refolution of the board to the writer, who faw him felf 
thereby likely to be deprived of what remained of his- fortune, 
after the imprifomment of his agents. Thus threatened with 
violence, and finding no rediefs could be had troim the Governor 
and Council, who had already violated cvery principle of private 
honour and public juftice; the duty which he owed to himfelf and 
his family, as Well as to thofe who bad entrutted him with much 
of their property, all which would be expofed to entire lofs trom 
the feizure and tranfportation of his perion, now prompted him to 
icek protection from the laws of Great Britains. This, however 
untavourable the profpeét, being his only remaining retource, he 
therefore retolved to apply for the proteétion of the Grand jury. 
He further thought that fuch an application would give the Pre- 
fident and Council an opportunity of legally proving fuch mifde- 
meanours, if any exifted, as they might think would juftity their 
refolutions againft him. From the diipofition, at that time, of the 
community in general, if he had been found guilty ot any attempt 
fubverfive either of the public peace, or the interef{ts of the Corm- 

any, at was beyond a doubt, that the juries would very readily 
rave concurred with the refolutions of the .Governor and Council ; 
who themtelves would alfo neceflarily fit in judgment on the trial of 
his complaint at the General Quarter Seffion. 

Yet, under all thete Ciadvantages, on the 27th My 1768, the 
Writer ventured to preicut to the Grand Jury, then {worn and ini- 
vanclicd, an * information againit Colonel Richard Smith, for hav- 


* Appendix F. ee ERIN: pege 453. : 
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ing illegally confpired with other perfons, and agreed together 11 
writing, to feize, imprifon, and tranfport him to parts unknown, 
beyond the feas: on which ground he claimed the protection of 
the Jury, for the fecurity of his perfon and property, and of 
that of other perfons under his management. He further praycd 
that Colonel Sth and his acceflaries might be bound to preferve 
the peace, and, on conviction of the crimes charged againft them, 
be obliged to give {pecial bail for their future good behaviour; with 
proper fecurities for the fum of one hundred and ten thoutand 
pounds fterling ; and for fuch other loffes as might accrue to the 
writer, in cafe the faid Colonel Smith and his affociates fhoutd ille- 
gally make ufe of the military force under thcir command, to carry 
their refolutions againft him into execution. 

After prefenting this information, the jury required of the writer 
to produce his witnefies to prove the facts aflerted therein ; whereupon 
he gave in the names of feveral gentlemen: among which were 
thoie of Mr. Simeon Droz, Sheriff and Secretary to the Council ; 
Mr. Edward Baber, Deputy Secretary and Clerk of the Peace, and 
other clerks in office. The juftices on the bench were Governor 
Vere, James Alexander, Claud Ruféll, William Alderfey, and Charles 
Ffioyer, Efquires. 

The Grand Jury then proceeded to call upon the witneffes, in 
order to take their evidence ; but particularly upon Mefirs. Simeon 
Droz, Edward Baber, Wiliam Dumbleton, and Shearman Bird, gen- 
tlemen who were then prefent. . They firit fent Mr. George Lear, 
one of the jurors, with Mr. Droz, to Mr. Baber the Clerk of the 
Peace, in order to be fworn before the judges, which the court re- 
fufed to admit; alleging, that the ** calling upon one of the officers 
** of the court, who was then upon duty, in fo fudden a manner, 
without having obtained their leave, or given him any previous 
notice, or informing him what he was to be iworn to, was a 
very improper method of proceeding ; and unlefs the affair was 
of very material confequence, and his evidence immediately ne- 
ceffary, they defired it might be difpenfed with.”—Upon this, the 
Jury ient Mr. Lear, firt, with Mr. Bader, then with Mr. Dusmd5ic- 
fon, and atterwards with Mr. Prd; to all of whom the court fuc- 
ceffively objected, for the fame reafons as before alleged; with 
further adding, ‘** they could not but remark, that in the perfons 
“ofthe Sheritf, Clerk of the Peace, Metirs. Dumbleton and Bird: 
“ Mr. Lear had called upon the Secretary, Affiftant Secretary, and 
Aittitants to the’ Prefident and Council of Fort illiam, in their 
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Secretary’s office; that the two latter were young perfons barely 
turned of fixteen years of age, who were entrufted with the 
knowledge of the records and proceedings of the Governor and 
Council, which they were bound to keep fecret, under penalty 
of forfeiting the Company’s fervice; and that if Mr. Bolts had 
called upon thefe young perfons as witneffes, in order to make 
them difclofe the proceedings of the Governor and Council, they 
could not but objeé&t to young perfons being called upon in fo 
unprepared a manner.” 


Mr. Lear then withdrew ; and the gentlemen of the Grand Jury 


foon after came into court with the following addrefs to the 
judges : 


«< "The Grand 


Jury, impanelled and fworn at a Quarter Sef- 


e ions, held this 27th day of May 1768, in the town of Calcutta, 
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take this method to acquaint the Honourable Juftices of the 
Peace, now fitting, that an information has been laid before 
them, on oath, by William Bolts inhabitant of Calcutta ; where- 
upon the Grand Jury fummoned two witneffes, named in the 
information, in order to their being examined; one of whom 
being the Sheriff, and the other, Clerk of the Peace, the bench 
of juftices thought proper to refufe their attendance on the 
Grand Jury; whereupon other witneffes were fummoned by an 
officer of the court, as the Grand Jury conceive, in the ufual 
mariner ; which the bench of juftices were pleafed to difapprove 
of, as the Grand Jury underftood by a meflage from the bench, 
delivered to them by Mr. George Lear, one of their body; who 
alfo delivered further, that the bench were of opinion, that the 
Grand Fury feemed to aim at affuming a power fuperior to THE 
GOVERNMENT. 
< ‘The Grand Jury are deeply concerned to find that their en- 
deavours to acquit themfelves of their duty, as bound by their 
oaths, fhould have brought upon them fo fevere a reflection from 
the bench, which they are not in the leaft confcious of having de- 
ferved; and they will venture to fay, that no Grand Jury was 
ever better difpofed to THE GOVERNMENT than the prefent. 
*¢ In cafe the bench do perfevere iu their refolution, of not per- 
mitting the Grand Jury to examine witnetics upon oath, touchi- 
ing the faid information, and refufe to {wear in fuch witnefles, 
the Grand Jury have no other method of procceding left (as 
without the examination of witnefles they cannot collect the 
opinions of the jurors) but to deliver in the fid information ty 
2 æ the 
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*< the bench of juftices, with this addrefs, who will then be anfwer- 
‘< able for all confequences. 
(Signed) CORNELIUS GOODWIN 


Foreman.” 


‘Fhe jurors were then defired to re-confider their proceedings ; and 
after retiring for {fome time, they returned into court, and again pre- 
{ented their addrefs unaltered. Upon this the judges told the jurors 
** their prefentment was really a mifreprefentation of faéis:” and, 
with affigning {fuch frivolous reafons as were calculated to evade 
taking cognizance of the writer’s complaints, as inferted at large in 
the * Appendix, they abruptly adjourned the court to the 27th of 
“lugufi 1768; although they knew there were feveral Exgl:/bmen, 
then prifoners for mifdemeanours, and demanding their trials, to 
which they had a legal right. 

‘The official proceedings of the Prefident and Council, which con- 
tain their orders for the government of the Company’s fettlements, 
having heretofore been confidered as public records, to which 
every individual had accefs; it was — for Governor Verel/f 
and his coadjutors, to fit in folemn judgment on a bench of juftice 
and declare, that they contained fecrets which could not be divulged 
to a Grand Jury by the Company’s fervants, ‘* without perjuring 
‘< themfelves, or forfeiting their fidelity to the C ompany.”” 

However, on fuch principles for judging, did the Prefident and 
Council proceed to difmifs Mr. Edward Fenwick from the fervice, 
though bound by no oath of feérecy, for divulging to an accufed 
party their refolution concerning him. The writer, who tufpeéted 
what might happen, had given in a lift of the names of fixteen 
+ other witnefies befides Mr. Fenwick, whom he alfo cautioned 
with regard to fpeech, but wh®6, ,unconfcious of any crime, on 
being queftioned by Mr, Secretary Droz thereon, did freely acknow- 
ledge the informations he had given the writer. What paffed re- 
ipecting that injured gentleman, from the time of his diifmiflion to 
that of his reftoration to the ,;Company’s fervice, with the fenti- 


* See the proceedings, Appendix F. Num. XXV. page 485. And it may be pro- 
per here to mention, that, agreeably to their adjonrnment, rhe juftices did meet on 
the 27th of /duguf?. But being apprchenfive that the writer would again exhibit his 
comp.aint, they only proceeded to eall over and difmi/s the juries, and then ad onrned 
the court to the 27th of the following month; before which time they took care to im- 
prifon him. | 

tf See note, Appendix, page 48.4. 
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inents of the Court cr Directors on that tranfaction, mav be alb 
teen in the * Appentis:. 

Bat the writer was :.ot only left without remedy from the laws of 
England by io arbitrave an interpotition of the Governor and Council, 
then fitting as Judges at the quarter-feflions, but, for a long time 
afterwards, they likewife detained from him the copi:s which he had 
applied for, of the proceedings of the Court : and which were finally 
delivered to him, FALSIFIED. 

The reafon alleged for this extraordinary procraftinat‘on, as the 
writer was informed, by letter, from the Clerk of the Peace, Mr. 
Edwa d Baber, was, that one of the Juttices had ioft or miflaid the 
proteit of the Grand Jury. Fortunetsly, one of the Jurors had 
preferved a copy of the proteft, and delivered it to the writer, who 
having fhewn it to the Clerk, the exiftence of the pretended-loft 
original was at laft acknowledged, and after a delay of a month and 
three days, certain papers, under the official fignature of Mr. Bačer, 
were delivered to him, as true copies of the records of the Court of 
Sefiion. . 

But the + diference between the contents of thofe papers and the 
true records of the proceedings of the Court, on the 27th af May 
1763, was too grots to efcape the notice of a man fo deeply interettec 
thercin as the writer. Not truiting, however, to his own memory, 
he fhewed them to feveral gentlemen of the jury, whoall confirmed 
him in his opinion, that shev were fulfifed with a view of throwing: 
the blame of quathing his complaint on the gentlemen of the. grand 
jury. Mr. Baber too retufed to give information, on being atkeds 
which of the juftices had pretended to have loft the original protctt 
of the grand jury, or which of them had privately drawn up or dic- 
tated the proceedings as thev then ſtood recorded, and to which he 
had been induced to fign his name; unlef compelled to to do by 
a court of judiciture. 

The writer, therefore, found himielf without any other remecv 


than that of protefting aganit the Governor and Council, in their 
judicial capacities, for all lofles and damages that might accrue to 
him from their arbitrary obftru@tiion of the due courte of public 
juftice. It being alfo current!v reported, that thev intended to 
fend him by force a prifeuer to England, in .cuttody or Captar 


* Appendix F. Num. XXVI. and XXVMI. pages 458 and a89, mio parag. ACWIT. to 
ACIX. pape 526, and par. DASAL: ppt, oe a: . 
t Thi» ditfirence will fully appea: in the proceedines of the Court, as inferted in the 
Appendix, Letter F. Num. XXV. aud explained in the noie, pepe 4^ 5. Cy : 
oe al Sf ae 3 
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Charles Purvis, on board the fhip Valentine, then under difpatch, he 
at the fame time protefted againft them, and againft all captains and 
officers military or naval, or other perfons whomtoever, that might, 
diretly or indireétly, be concerned in the feizure,. imprifonment, 
or tran{portation of his perfon: and on the r2th of 4uguf? 1768, 
he perfonally affifted in the ferving of Captain Purvis with an authen- 
ticated copy of that * protef{t ; which three days afterwards was offi- 
cially delivered to the board of Council by Mr. Jobn Holme, the 
Notary Public. | 

Thus menaced with the fevereft punifhment under death, and 
with the facrifice of fortune and every profpeét in life, it was of the 
utmoft confequence to the writer to obtain authentic copies of the 
proceedings of the Seleét Committee, on which they founded his 
firft fentence of banifhment, of the 18th of 4pri/ 1767; and alio of 
the real proceedings of the Court of Quarter-ieffions, of the 27th of 
May 1768. But there was no profpecét of obtaining either, except 
by a profecution in the Mayor’s Court of the gentlemen whote 
names were fubfcribed to the papers delivered to the writer. With 
this view, therefore, and without any defign of injuring thofe gen- 
tlemen, on the 23d of Auguſt 1768, he filed, in the Mayor’s Court, 
one bill againft Mr. Charles William Boughton, Clerk to the Seleé 
— and another againſt Mr. Edward Baber, Clerk of the 

eace. 

The complaifance which Mr. Baber had fhewn, in fetting his 
hand, officially as Clerk, to tle falfified records of a court of juftice, 
had introduced him to the more intimate acquaintance of Governor 
Verefi; and upon the report of that gentleman, on the 26th Auguft 
1768, the Governor informed the + board, * as a farther proof of 
** the writer’s mifcondu&, thae inftead of duly executing the cove- 
‘“ nants {ent out by the Company, prohibiting any of their fervants 
“* receiving prefents, he did clude their orders; and inftead of exe- 
‘“ cuting them himfeli, employed his writer to fign his name for 
** him, who was alfo one of the fubicribing witnefies to the deed.” 


* Appendix F. Num. XXVIII. page 490. 

+ See Mr. Kerelf?’s minute of the 26th of Jucu 1768, Appendix, Letter F. Num. 
XXIX. page 494. Mr. Ferel, in the Appendix to his book, page 209, has dated this 
paper in 1765. If this was not an error of the prefs, it was artfully calculated to {creen 
the infamy of raking up and mifreprefenting a fimple and innoecnt tranfaction of three 
years before, in order to injure the Writer, without ferving his employers, or aníwering 
any gcod purpofe whatfoevcr thereby. 


2 A few 
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A few days afterwards Mr. Vere/? repeated this information; which 
was drawn up in ridiculous form, and on the 5th September 1768 
laid before the board. The colouring in this fecond information was 
greatiy heightened, and the moft fimple and harmlefs tranfaétion, 
which kad paffed above three years berore, while the writer was in 
tne fervice of the Company, was therein fet in the moft criminal 
light, in order thereon to ground a heavy charge againft him. 
It was not fufficient for the INFORMER and Prefideut of the Council 
to try the fact, but he proceeded to acquaint the board; that ‘* the 
<< faid Villiam Bolts, being evilly minded and ditpofed, and wick- 
‘t. edly and fraudulently intending, contriving, and defigning to de- 
££ ceive, detraud, and impofe upon the Company, did, inítead of 
‘“ figning and executing the indenture himfelf, /educe his writer to 
“* counterfeit and fubfcribe his name to it, as if it had Leen really 
‘ and truly figned and executed by himfelf, he then knowing the 
‘ fame to be falfe and fraudulent, whereby he, William Bolts, be- 
‘< came guilty of a very bigh crime and mifdemeanour.”’ 

It hath been already fhewn, that the Prefident and Council had de- 
termined to fend the writer a prifoner to England, although he ftill 
continued in his office of one of the Judges of the Mayor’s Court. 
But when this refolution was to be put in execution, they appeared 
afraid of committing fo flagrant a breach of his Majefty’s char- 
ter. ‘Their abfurd application to the Mayor’s Court, of the 1ft of 
October 1767, to apply for another Alderman, had not produced the 
detired effeét ; and it afterwards appeared, that the writer’s mode of 
executing the covenants, iz May or — 1765, was thcretore pitched 
upon, by the profound wifdom of the board, as a charge ayainit him, 
on which they retolved, #7 September 1768, to ground their removal 
of him from his office, before chevy fent him a pritoner to Feng land. 

Fie was ferved with a copy of Mr. ? erel?’s Charge, and fummonedcd 
to appear before the board, on the 5th September 1768, to antwer 
thereto; but without any intimetrion being given him, that he was 
to be thereby affected in his judicial capacity, as an Alderman. He 
was, however, glad to have this opportunity given him, which was 
the firft and only one he ever had, of being heard in his defence, 
againſt the accufations of the Prefident and Council, although they 
themfelves were both the accufers and the judges. As it was thought 
neceflary to have a military officer fit in judgment on the cate ot io 
* dangerous an inhabitant, Colonel Smith was alto fuimmoned on this 

= The character piven of him in Colonel Smits own words, ameady quoted. Sce 
Appendix E. Num. VII. page 351. 
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buimneis, which, notwithitanding all the precaution and fecrecy that 
were employed on the important occafion, at laft terminated in the 
sntire difgrace of the Prefident and Council, and the no leis fhame of 
the Court of Eo India Directors. ; 

Agreeably to the fummons, the writer attended the board on the 
morning of the fiid 5th of September, with his detence, ready prepared 
in writing ; when the information ofthe Prefident was produced, and 
an affidavit of Mr. -award Baber, whicli had been likewile prepared 
tome days before, and {worn to in private, was alio read. But as the 
writer did not find Mr. Feret there, he intifted, that, unlefs he was 
confronted with his accufer, he would not anfwer any gueftions that 
fhould be put to him. He was thereupon defired to retire, and the 
doors were fhut upon lim; while the board, confifting of Mr. Car- 
tier, Colonel Smith, Mefirs. Becher, Ruffel/, and Fflover, held a pri- 
vate coniultation among themfelves, during which feveral metlages 
were carried, by Mr. Edvard Baber, to the Prefident, and his an- 
{wers brought back to the board ; and Mr. Jobn Holme, Regitter of 
the Mayor’s Court, was teveral times called in, and privatcly con- 
fulted. i 

Upon feeing this extraordinary procedure of men pretending to 
fit as a court of juftice, the writer ient in a meflage, by Mr. Tbomas 
Henchman, requelting that the doors might be opened, and himfelf 
adınitted to be prefent at the proceedings which fo much concerned 
him; when the board were pleated to aniwer, as he was informed by 
Mr. Henchman, * that he fhould be acquainted with them afterwards.” 

The.intormer did not appear that morning, nor would the board 
admit of the writer’s reading, or having read to him, fuch proceed- 
ings as had been already recorded: but upon Mr. Vereis then con- 
fenting to appear, they adjourned to fhe evening, and required the 
Writer's attendance at the iame time. 

In the evening he attended; and his accufer being then prefent, 
he proceeded to read his defence: in the courfe of which he declared 
he had feveral queftions to put to Mr. Pretfident Verei. The Pretident 
thereupon dcfired to withdraw, alleging, ‘* that he knew nothing 
“ farther of the matter than what was contained in the information, 

which he had already called upon Mr. Bader to fupport; that if 
Mr. Bo/ts had any queftions to put to him, and pleaicd to commit 
them z9 writing, he would anfwer them in the moft candid man- 
ner in his power; but that he would not with to be pretent when 
Mr. Bolis entered upon his defence, for reafons he would affign, 
fhould the board think proper to call on him.” 
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Upon thefe fuggeftions, the board indulgcntly permitted Nir. Fv- 
rej? to depart, notwithitanding the objections carneftly urged tor his 
attendance by the writer; whothcreupon refuifcd to read his de- 
fence, but promited to tranímit it to the Court of Le/f? ndia Dircétors, 
to whom he engaged to give the moit honourable fatistaQion: andhe 
was thereupon ordered to withdraw, but was not for iome days ac- 
quainted with the refolution which the board had taken upon this 
inguiry. 

‘There is inferted at large, in the * Appendix, the proceedings of 
the board of the sth September 1768, on Mr. Kerels information, 
together with the writer’s + defence, of the fame date, in an addrets 
to the Prefident and Council ; which was delivered in to the board, 
with two } other letters, to be tranfmitted to the Court of Dircétors. 

The writer therein acknowledged, that he had not perfonally 
figned the covenants, but had directed his || book-keeper to do it for 
him; that by his authority they were fo figned, witneffed, and 
afterwards perfonally delivered by him, as his own act and deed ; that 
to fuppofe the covenants, fo executed, were not binding, betrayed 
the moft confummate ignorance į but to avoid the imputation of any 
intended deceit, if dee Toar doubted their validity, he oftered either 
to acknowledge them afrefh as his own act and deed, or to enter into 
any other indemnification that could with juitice be required, for the 
fecurity of the honourable Company. The Governor well knew that 
this plain defence was made on the {pot by the writer, in antwer to 
his malicious accufation sz September +768, although, with unparal- 
Jeled affurance, in his publication of December 1772, Mr. Verel@ 
concludes his mifreprefentation of this tranfaétion with thefe words : 
§ ** Yet he (Bolts) Now attempts to juftify his condué&, eae 4 
‘© Lawyer has lately correéted his former error, by informing him, 
* that his fignature, being made with his confent, muft be conii- 
«e dered as his own aét.” : 

It had not been alleged, that the writer had ever infringed thofe 
covenants ; and to fhew the board that fuch had never been his in- 
tention, he gave them proof, that very’ foon after the execution o 
his covenants, he had refufed a jagueer of thirty thoufand @ rupees 


* See Appendix F. Num, XXX. page 496. 

+ Ibid. Num. XXXII. pape sos. 

t Ibid. Num. XXXIII. and XXXIV. pages 520 and s2r. 
| A Portuguc/e writer, a native of the country. 

4 FKerelf’s View, page 35. 
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per annum, which the Nabob Sujah al Dow/ah had freely and with- 
out any folicitation offered him, as a mark of friendihip, for fome 
finall fervices received while living at the writer’s houle at Banaras. 

The proof of this faét is likewife given in the * Appendix, with 
the addrefs already referred to, which contained the writer’s defence, 
in aniwer to Prefident Vereis charge. In this addrefs he recrimi- 
nated itrongly on the conduét of the Governor and Council, particu- 
larly in fupport of the truth of his former memorial, of the 12th of 
October 17673 which, as well as the facts aflerted in his addrefs of 
the 5th of September 1768, he offered fully to prove before the board. 
But this did not fuit the Prefident and Council, no more than the 
furnifhing the writer with copies of the other charges that had been 
privately recorded againft him on their coniultations, for which he 
a RER folemnly called upon them without effet. The candid reader, 
who has the patience to perufe the papers here referred to, will make 
indulgent allowances for the great detects in {tyle of writings drawn 
up haftily, in the moft diftraéted and harraffed ftate which it was 
poffible for a man’s mind to be immerfed in, by the combined efforts 
of unbounded iniquity and power. He will alfo make equal allow- 
ances for the falie ideas which it was natural for a man to entertain 
who had learned more from books than experience, concerning the 
reality of the liberty, the proteétion, and the facility of obtaining 
juftice, with which the fubject is flattered in theory under a Britifh 
government. 

It was not till the 9th of September 1768, that the writer difcovercd 
the Prefident and Council were going to remove him from his feat, 
as an Alderman in the Mayor’s Court; and that the Regifter of the 
Court, Mr. Jobn Holme, was, in concert with them, acting an un- 
derhand and treacherous part, to forward that meafure ; having offi- 
cially received a letter for the Court, from the Prefident and Council, 
relative to fuch difmiffion, which, of his own authority, he, the 
Regifter, + had returned to be correéted, and rendered more effectual. 

On the writer's complaining tothe Court, of this conduct of the 
Reegifters a full Court was ordered to be fummoned, purpotely to take 
this matter into contideration, and to determine whether he fhould not 
be difmificd from his offices, as a fervant of the Court. But durin 
the debates on thefe proceedings of the gth of September, the Regiſter 
added to his former crime, by an indecent W@haviour, for which he 


* Sce Appendix, page 519. 


+ See a copy of the proceedings of the Mayor’s Court, on the oth of September 1768, 
in the Appendix, F. Num. XXXI. page 504. 
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was ordered to be committed to prifon : and although, at the writer’s 
miterceflion, his commitment was remitted, yet his conduét in 
both cafes was of fuch a nature, that it may fafely be aflerted he 
would not have efcaped difmiflion, as a fervant of the Court, in a 
fimilar fituation, in any other part of the Britib dominions. 

On the r3th of September 1768, a full Court was affembled ; 
during the interval between which and the laft Court, the notitica- 
tien from the Pretident and Council, for the difmitiion of the writer 
from his teat as an Alderman, had been made perteét, under date ot 
the sth of September, and re-delivered to the Regifter; on whofe 
behalf allo {trong applications were made, by Mr. Ferel? and other 
members of the Council, to the Aldermen. It may be hard to fay 
how far the minds of any gentlemen on the bench might have been 
mnfluenced by fears of being deprived of duftucks or fuch other dou- 
cenrs as had been allowed them by the * Pretident ; or of being them- 
felves difmintied from their offices, or fent prifoners to Exzland. But 
although the Court was called for their determination concerning the 
Regilter’s conduct, they poitponed the bufinets of the day on which 
they were exprefsly tummoned, to take into previous confideration 
the letter of the Prefident and Council relative to the removal of the 
Writer. 

It appeared, by the proceedings of the Prefident and Council, of 
the sth of September, on Mr. Vereis information of the writer’s 
not having figned the covenants with his own hand, that upon his 
refuling to make his defence, except in the face of his accufer, 
‘“ they were of opinion he had by no means acquitted himtelf of she 
*“* charge brought againft him; but, on the contrary, had zu part 
s acknowledged it, “Vhey thercfore deemed bim an improper perfon 
‘© to be a member of a court of juftice; and by virtue of the power 
‘¢ vetted in them by the royal charter, granted them in the 2gth year 
‘“ of the reign of King George the Second, they accordingly d//gualr- 
‘* fed lim trom being any longer an Alderman of the honourable 
*¢ the Mavor’s Court.” 

Their letter to the Court on this octafion was as follows: 


‘© ‘To the honourable the Mayor’s Court of Calcutta. 
ss (3S TEESE NN, 
‘© ‘The honourable Frefident and Council having, by virtue of 
** the royal charter granted in the 26th year of the reign of our So- 
“« vereign Lord George the Sccond, for revafonable caufe, thought pro- 


* See Mr. Vere4@'s ideas of the propriety of fuch benerolent diflributions. Appendix, 
pages 220 and 221., 
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<< per to remove Mr. 4 7i//iam Bolts from fitting as an Alderman iit 
“ your Court, I have it in command from them to acquaint you, 
« that he is accordingly removed, and his feat vacated. 
goa Gentlemen, 
Fort /?'tlhiam, Your moft obedient humble fervant, 
the 5th Sept. 1768. (Signed) EDWARD BABER, Sec.” 


The Court takittg the faid letter into confideration were of opl- 
nion, ** that the notification of the Prefident and Council, received 
‘© by the Court, was grounded on a power vefted in them by the 
s charter; and that by the aforefaid power Mr. Vlliam Bolts fthould 
« ftand difimifled, and that his feat as an Alderman of the Court 
s fhould be vacated accordingly?” one Alderman alone difienting 
from this determination, becaufe the nature of the complaint againi{t 
the writer had not been fhewn to the Court, who ought to be the 
judges of their own members ; and becaufe, in his opinion, the Pre- 
ident and Council had no power to diitmifs an Alderman, without 
the concurrence of the Mayor’s Court. 

‘The proceedings of that day, inferted in the * Appendix, are of 
a curious nature, and will ferve to evince the weight of the argu- 
ments adduced in the firit part of Confiderations on India Affairs, tor 
the neceflity of rendering the Mayor’s Courts wholly independent of 
the Prefident and Council; as they ought to be made at all the other 
fettlements of the Company in Jandia, where Courts of Juftice are 
{till fhamefully permitted to fubfift, under the fame terrors and de- 
pendante as the late Court at Calcutta. 

-As the favourite objeét of the Governor and Council, with refpeé 
to the writer, was now accomplifhed, he had nothing remaining to 
expect but contfequential ruin. Great anduftry had been exerted to 
inculcate a belict, that he had mertted difmiffion from his feat in the 
Alayor’s Court, by a crime of a very heinous nature: and as there 
was no printing in the fettlement, it was difficult for him to vindi- 
cate his injured character, while he was every inftant expecting to 
be feized by a military force. He, however, thought the community 
hada right to be intormed of the grounds on which one of their 
magiftrates had becn deprived of his office, and was to be icized and 
traniported beyond ica, like a felon. He, therefore, caufed a paper 
to be ftuck up in two or three public places, wherein he advertited 
tor perfons to work a printing-prets; and in the mean time offered 
to communicate in manuifcript feveral matters which it intimately 


* Appendix F. Num. XXXV. page 522. 
concerned 
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concerned every individual to be acquainted with. There was 
nothing in this paper that could give offence to an unprejudiced 
mind; nor fhould we have troubled the reader with fo trivial a 
circumitance, if it had not been given by Mr. —— in his * book, 
and by that gentleman and the Council in Benga/ fent to the Court 
of Directors, as a convincing proof of the + turbulency of the 
writer's difpofition. It has, therefore, alfo a place in our f Ap- 
pendix. 

The board were fo anxious to execute their refolutions for fciz- 
ing and fending the writer a prifoner to Europe, that they would 
not allow him the ufual time of fourteen days, granted by charter 
in the cate of an Alderman’s amotion, for an appeal to his Majefty 
in Council. Oh the 13th September 1768, they took i-to coniide- 
ration his letters of the sth and 12th, when Mr. Verelfi § ** de- 
‘ fired it might be recorded, that he folemnly declared every afer- 
** tion contained in Mr. Bo/ts’s letter to the Court of Direétors, 
‘s+ which tended to reflect on his charaéter, was infamonfly fcanda- 
** fous and falfe, and that he fhould particularly anfwer Mr. Bo/ss’s 
‘© accufations, when more at leifure.’-———-They further remarked, 
that ıt became more particularly incumbent on them to enforce their 
refolution of November 1767, for f{cizing the perfon.of the writer, 
and forcibly fending him to Eag/land; becaufe, as they alleged, he 
had obitinately retuted to comply with their repeated orders for that 
purpote ; had perfifted to “nfult their authority and government, and 
to fubvert the principles ot 1Gbordination; and had thereby agora- 
vated every circumftance of his conduét. 

The Pretfident likewife informed the board of the doubts, in 
point cf legality, which Captain Purvis had expreffed about recciv- 
ing and detaining him on board the fhip Virlentine, and therefore, 
in order to remove every apprehen.ion of that kind entertained by 
the Captain, they agreed and refolved to give him an indemnifica- 
tion, being, as they taid, convinced of the legality of the meafure, from 
feveral acts of parliament z and that it — meet with the approba- 
tron of the Court of Directors. 





* See his Appendix, pace 210. 

t See the lait paragraph of the polt{cript to their general letter Jer Valentine. Ap- 
pendix F. Num. ALT. page s35. 

f ibid. Num. “XXVIII. page 528 

§ Ibid. Num. XXXVI. page 524. 


On 
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On the roth September 1768, the final * mecting was held on 
this bufinefs, by the Prefident and Council; at which Colonel Sith 
entered a minute, in his ufual ftvle, againft the writer's veracity, 
and particularly in fupport of the independency of the poor MOGUL 
EMPEROR, againft a paragraph contained in the writer’s kctter of- 
the sth; which, as it relates more immediately to the country- 
politics, fhall be taken further notice of in a fubfequent chapter. 
In contequence of the doubts which Captain Charles Purvis had cx- 
preticd concerning the legality of receiving the writer on board the 
Ship Vulentine, when tent againit his own confent, the Captain 
was alto call.d before them ; and after that bufinceis was adjuited, 
a fecurity + bond tor fifty theutand pounds fterling was given 
him, as ansindenminification for conveying the’ writér a prifoner to 
England. 

Under the fame date, the feveral official-orders deemed requilite 
for this bufinefs, were likewife written by dircction of the board ; 
one trom Mr. Secretary Buéer to the writer; one, figned by the 
Prefident and Council, to Captain ARusert Coxe, the military officer 
who commanded the party dcflined to icize the writer; one to 
Captain Charles Purvis, and one to the marine officers who had 
charge of the Company’s pilot-floops: copies of all which are in- 
ferted in the f Appendix, together with the very curious argu- 
ments, and fentiments exprefied on thefe tranfactions by Prefident 
Ferel, his Seleét Committee and Council, in their letters by the 
Valentine to the Court of af? India Directors. 

In the morning of the 23d Sefiembex Captain Cove came to the 
writer’s houfe, with a party of twenty-feven armed foldiers ; fome 
of whom were placed with their fixed bayonets on the {ftair-caie 
and round the houte, while others were kept in the ftreet, at a imall 
diftance. Having produced his authority, he declared, that if the 
writer did not voluntarily repair on board the Yea/entine, then ready 


* Appendix F. Num. XL. page 529. 

t Ibid. Num. XLI. page 531- œ 

t See Secretary Bawler’s order to the writer, Ibid. Num. XLII. page 532. Ditto, 
the board's order to Captain Rsbert Coxe, ibid. Num. XLII]. page 533. Ditto, to 
Captain C4:rles Purvis, ibid. Num. XLIV. page 534. Ditto, Secretary Baler’s order 
to the pilots, ibid. Ditto, extract of a letter from the Prefident and Select Committee 
to the £aff india Directors, by the Valentine. Dated the 13th September 1768, ibid. 
Num. XXXVII. pare 525. Ditto, extract from the politfcript of a letter trom the 
Preitdent and Council to the Eaff fndia Directors. Dated the 21ft Scftember 1768, 
ibid. Num. XLVI. page 535; with an extract from an additional letter, by the fame 
fip Halentine. Dated the 24th September 1768, ibid. Num. XLVII. page 536. 


for 
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tor fea, he fhould compel him by force, agreeably to his orders. 
The writer, who refuted to go, prevailed on the Captain to allow 
him about two hours to put his own and his wifc’s cloaths, toge- 
ther with forme of his books and papers, into chefts, to be taken 
with them. Arter this he was permitted to itay a little longer, in 
order to fign fuch powers of attorney and inftructions as appeared 
iinmediately neccilary to fecure as much as poftible of the feattered 
property of himtelf and his employers; all which was done in the 
mott imperfect and confufed manner, while his houfe was filled 
with aftonithed {pectators. The Captain of the party ioon growing 
* impatient for his prifoner’s departure, at length forced him from 
his inward apartments, and marched him through the ftrects 
furrounded by toldiers; /eaving the doors af his boufè open, and his 
papers and effects at the mercy of the populace. Hoe was followed by 
his wife, whofe infirm mother had only a momentary glance of her 
as fhe was pafling along; and, by a fpredy death, became one of 
the firit victims to {uch illegal and inhuman violence. In this fitua- 
tion, he was cicorted on board of one or the Company’s {chooners, 
then laying at anchor. off the town of Cul/entta, and conducted 
down the river to Jngel/ee. 

In the afternoon of the 20th of September 1768, he was car- 
ricd, by his military guard, along-tide the Ma/cntine, in order to 
be foreed aboard ; whereof he apprized Captain Pures, by + letter, 
and requefted he would refift bv force the violence intended, in 
order to tree him from diuch illegal bondage, and thereby fave hina 
from ruin. But no interpotition refulting from that letter, .he was 
forced up the fide of the fhip; Captain Cove at the ithime time de- 
Claring, that he delivered him to Captain Puris as a prifoner, and 
he, in reply, protefting he did not receive him as fuch. On ob- 
durving® tiis farce, the writer demanded one of the beats that then 
lay along-tide, in order to go afhore; but Captain Puros refuted 
the thip’s boat, faving it was wcainf? pofitive orders; nd Captain 
Coie iwore, by G—pb, he fhould not’ go in any of the others. In 
this tituation was he carried a prifoner out to fea; and on the ail 





> 
of O€fcFor 17683 the pilot, when leaving the thip, net only made 
tic iame cxcute as Captain 2arevs had before done, for not taking 
the prioner troin the thip, but morcover declared, that he had ree 
ecived exprets orders not even to carry a letter from him athore. 
+ fti; reprifentcad, in Mr. Perez's book, that the Captain was «fraid the writer in- 


tended to precure himfett to be arrefted for debt. See his Appendix, Num. 1 2. prec Qik. 
‘+ anpendix J. Num. XLYIII. page 536. = 
Thus 
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Thus was a deftined vietim to the unreftrained avarice and tyran- 
ny of a fet of men whote actions have been perhaps without paral- 
lel on human records, in the bafeit manner, fecretly calumniated ; 
talfely accufed; deprived of the protection of the laws of this king- 
dom; and fentenced to banifhment, without being confronted with 
an acculer. But as if thofe injurics which depreciated him in 
the eves of his late conit:ituents, and blafted all his protpects in life, 
were not futficient to fatiate their unbounded luit of defpotifm and 
rapine, after being half ruined in his fortune by the fudden impri- 
fonment of his mercantile agents, he was, without a crime, and 
without a hearing, firſt itripped of an office which he held for life, 
under his Majefty’s royal charter and the fanction of parliament ; 
then fuddenly teized by a military force ; torn from his family and 
effects ; conducted to clofe confinement; and, finally, likea felon, 
tranfported from one fide of the globe to the other. 





CH A F 
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CHAI 5 


PROCEEDINGS of the ConrPANyY’s Rurixa Servan'rs in BEN- 
GAIL, and of their DirEC'ToRs in ENGLAND, relative to the 
WRITER; from the forcible SEIZURE and TRANSPORTATION 
of his Perfon te ENGLAND in September 1768, until his final 
Ruin. 


© feoner was the writer conveyed from Benga’, than Prefi- 
dent Ferel? directed his batteries of perfecution’ againft the 
folicitor, or attorney, who had the misfortune to act for him in 
the Mayor’s Court ; particularly in the charge of his {uits againtt 
Mr. Baber and Mr. Boughton. ) 

Being met, on the arth Od?sber 1768, the Mayors Court 
wvithout any motion made by any of the parties, of their own ac- 
cord, complaifantly ordered a full Court to be fummoned, to con- 
fider, whether the bills of complaint, filed in thofe cautes, fhould 
be an{wered, pleaded to, demurred to, or ditmifled ; although they 
had been regularly admitted and filed on the 23d Augu/? 1768. 
By ntanagement between the members of the Court and the Re- 
gifter, they were accordingly diimified in the moft extraordinary 
manner, under the pretence of orders from the writer, as may ba 
{een by the copies of the Court-proceedingss of the * 11th and 14th 
October 1763: and when the copies of the bills were required, at 


a fubfequent period, they were not to be + found in the repofitorics 
of the Court. 





dated the 8th Novenzber 1 768, to which we refer $in preference to 
any comment, as an application, by private letter, to a Court of 


Fuftice, is the trueft repretentation that can be given of the politi- 
g Over a great commercial con- 


In the letter referred to, the Prefident complained of the attor- 
ney, for fling the writer's bills againtt Baber and Boughion; alleg- 


Appendix I. Num. [. and Num. IL. pages 613 and Gra. 
Ibid. Num. III. | 


Ibid. G. Num. I, pac: 


rep 4 


561. 


{O nT, 
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ing, ** they were infamous and feandalous libels, filed with a view 
* to atperte, defame, and injure his charaéter:” and he cven re- 
commended to the Court the punifhment of the oftending attorney, 
mi order ‘* 46 prevent athers in future from attempts to defame and vi- 
“CS Lifv whet rs effeemcd moft facred, therr neighbour's caod name and 
“© repuialion.”’ , 

Lhe Pretident’s complaint was cqually groundlefs and irregular. 
There was nothing “in the bills that concerned his character, how- 
ever it might have been affected by the event of the fuits, unlets 
the barcly mentioning of his * Hazon;’s name was to be guilty of 
wilitving defamation. But had it been otherwife, it is an efta- 
blifhed principle, that whatever is fet forth, in a mere application 
for remedy, to a proper and competent jurifdietion, cannot be im- 
peached as libellous, whether falie or true. Falfe allegations are 
made at the rifgue of the party ; but no attorney is aníwerable for 
the truth of a declaration, or bill, which he is entrutted by his 
vhent to file. Efe is compeHable by lw to file it; and if it appear 
gttersvards to be groundlets, or feandalous, the Court to which it 
is addreficd may punith the party, not the attorney, by diifmifling: 
2¢ with coits. l 

The attorney firt gave an honcft and fpirited anfwer to Prefident 
veret s complaint, under date the roth + February 1769; but, 
from the very extraordinary perfecutions which he f underwent, 
he ioon found bimfelt on the brink of ruin. ‘The intimidated at- 
torney, therefore, fuffering himfelf to be cajoled with fair promifes, 
on the part of Mr. Vere/?7, withdrew the former, and, on the 3r1ft 
March 1769, gave in another anfwer, which, though but a private 
letter, was ordered by the Court to be recorded on their proceed- 
ings; and was formally tranf{mitted by the Prefident and Council 
to the Court of Directors, as a § teftimonial, in fupport of the 
Prefident’s ** good name and reputation,” under the hand of the 
writer's folicitor ; who, in return, was at laft ruined || for what he 
had done. 

The tranfactions here alluded to, afford fuch a picture of the ftate 
of juftice in Bengal, at that period, as would fcarcely be credited, 
if the facts were not vouched in our Appendix by incontrovertible 


* The Company’s Governors in Jndia were addreffed under this title. 
+ Appendix G. Num. Il. page 563. 
t Ibid. Nuin. IH. and Num. IV. pages 563 and 569. 
Ibid’ Num. VW. page 571. 
I Ibid. Num. WL. and Num, VII. pages ¢74 and z735- 
6 autho- 
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authorities. Had we not the evidence bcfore us, it would alfo be 
equally difficult to believe, that Meffrs. Cartier, Snith, Becher, 
Riffell, and Foyer, whether as gentlemen or as lawyers, but much 
leis as judges in a fupreme Court of Juftice, could have fuffered to 
be traninutted to England, for the perufal of his moft Sacred Ma- 
jetty in Council, a paper called a Plea and Anfwer, to the writers 
appeal again{ft themfelves, in which they * aflerted, upon his mode 
of executing the covenants by deputy, zbat he had been guilty of 
FELONY without benefit of clergy, and that they had, THEREUPON, 
removed bim from his feat as Alderman. 

Nor- was their candour lefs confpicuous: than their fenfe, or 
honetty, on this occafion. They pretended to doubt the writer’s 
right of appeal ; alleged that it ought to have been lodged and pro- 
fecuted againft Prefident Vere/?, the informer: and although they 
had ient him away a prifoner before the expiration of the + four- 
teen days allowed by the charter for appealing, they urged, as an 
objection, his not having perfonally figned the appeal, and lodged 
at within the fourteen days. But paflion having confounded their 
reafon, they had made themfelves idiots in the mad puriuit of rc- 
venge. 

By a fatality attending the writer, he was equally unfortunate 
under the judgment of the Court of Fuf? India Directors, whoie 
minds appeared to have been prejudiced againit him by the various 
acculations, minutes, and proceedings, which had been fecretly 
penned to his prejudice, and tratimitted to them; for without ex:i- 
mination into a fingle fact, they“readily coincided with the Prvii- 
dent and Council of Calcutta in all points againft him; as may be 
particularly {feen by the 80th paragraph of the Court’s generat let- 
ter to Bengal of the 11th Nevemaer 1768, which was as tollows: 

“* Mr. Bolts has been a very unprofitable and unworthy fervant 
‘© of the Company’s. His conduct has been diftinguithed by a te- 
nacious adherence to thofe pernicious principles relative to the 
inland-trade, in which he appears to have been confpicuoufly 
‘* oppreflive by repeated initances ot-difobedicnce to the, orders ot 
his fuperiors abroad, and above all, the bateit ingratitude to the 


* See an extract of this extraordinary compofition in the Appendix F. Num. XLIX. 
page 539. 

t The writer had fat on the bench as ai Alderman on the 13th September 1768, 
and on the 23d he was feized, and fent away by force. 


Q 2 Company, 
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Company, undér whom he had acquired an ample fortune, in 
* expoting rheir fecrets to M. Gentil at Sujah alt Dowlaht’s Court, 
“* and to his agents at other Hindoflan Courts, which we look 
upon in the light of a high crime and’ miſdemeanour. Under 
** thefe circumftances, you are warranted in purfuing the mof /peedy 
“* and ffeucal meafures for freeing the country of fo dangerous a mem- 
ber of fociety, and we therefore approve your obliging him -to re- 
s pair to Europe by the firft opportunity ; which if not already done, 
“ muft be carried into execution by the firft fhip.” 

‘The reader who confiders this paragraph, and the faéts already 
laid before hiim, will perceive that it comtains no- grounds for any 
one of the conclutions drawn. But out of refpe& to the gentlemen 
who tigned the * letter, we will refrain from — to its ridicule, 
by a comment; only obferving as te the matters afferted, that the 
writer was not an unprofitable fervant; that his principles and his 
practice, relative to-the inland trade, were fuch as tended greatly te 
the benefit of the country, and of the Company ; that he was never 
guilty of oppreffion, by. difobedrence to his: fuperiors, or other- 
wife ; that he was not ungrateful towards the Company, and that 
he had never been entrufted with, or expofed their fecrets; nor ever 
kept an agent at any of the Courts alluded to. 

The reader will alfo perceive from its date, that this authority 
from the Court of Direétors, to their Prefident and Council, to do as 
they pleafed with the writer, could not have been reccived in Ben- 
gal when they feized-and fent htm away-a prifoner. However, it 
was of fuch a nature as, together with their- party-intrigues, in- 
duced that Court to abide by what their fervamts had done, and to 
purfue the blow, however much againft the interefts of the pro- 
prietors, or in violation of -law and juftice. 

It had been obferved fince the tyrannies began te multiply in 
Bengal, that of the many perions who had been injured, beyond 
example in the Britiſh hittory, not.one had obtained any redrefs ; 
nor had any punifhment or cenfure been inflicted: on the perpetra- 


* Hen, Crabb Boulton, Daniel I¥ier, Charles Chambers, 
Sir George Colebreche, Luke Sceraften, Jobn Stephenfon, 
John Harrifen, George IVombweil, John Pardoe, 
Frederick Pigott Fohn Heodhoufe, William James, 
Rober fm Joues, Wiliim Snell, E. Holden Cruttenden 
Fohn Purling, Benjamin Becth, Edward Wheler, and r 
Peregrine Cujt, Sir James Cockburn, Peter du Canc, jun, Efquires. 


tors 
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tors «. ott horrid crimes. After the writer’s arrival in Fagland, 
in 467°. 67% 9, he cagerly inquired into the caule of this feeming 
paradcx come infermed him that the Company’s affairs had been 


governed for feveral years paft bv an illiberal and dctperate faction, 
itrangers to cvery.principle of a juft government ; and whofe onl: 
rule of right had Leen to fupport their own friends at all events, 
and to deprefs their rivals, or fuppofed enemies, bv every means, 
legal or illegal, without inquiring further into any complaint. 
Others informed him, that the whole of this irregularity had pro- 
cecded from gentlemen claiming redrefs from tumultuous general 
Courts; without making: proper applications to the Court of Direc- 
tors, to whom, in the opinion of the moft diicreet members of the 
Company, the conitderation of fuch matters did prope:ly belong. 

In coniornmty to this laft-mentioned opinion, and agreeably to 
his own icntiments, which pointed out every kind of deference to 
men in authority that did not tuperfede the equal and manly ſpirit 
with which an ingenuous mind is always prepared. to renit oppref- 
hon, on the 19th Afzy 1769, the writer prefented a refpectful peti- 
tion to the Court of Laff Jsialia Directors. He therein fet forth 
the principal acts of oppreilion he had fuffercd in Benga/,. which 
have already been related at large in thefe theets; and trom) which the 
property belonging to himfelt and his conftituents, to an immentse 
amount, had been unavoidably left at the mercy of the natives, in 
diiferent parts of India; moft of which, rrom the oppreffions he 
had fuffered, he prefumed would never be recovered, without the 
immediate ititerpofition of the Court. ble concluded his petition 
by reprefenting, that he then appeared before the Court claiming 
{uch relicf as they might think his cafe required ; being defirous 
and ready to aniwer for any part of his conduét that might ap- 
pear to require juftification : and an particular, humbly requetting to 
be informed, whether the proceedings of their Governor. and Coun- 
cil in Benge’? towards him were vindicated or condemned by the 
honourable Court. 

From the Court of Direétors, this petition was referred to the 
Committees of Correfponudence and Law-fuits, where the writer 
attended, by their order, in hopes of being permitted to prove the fe- 
veral allegations thercin contained. Inflcad of this, he was called in 
to the affembly, and informed, that the Conimittecs could come to ne 
decifion upon his petition until they had received the opinion of all the 

ounſel who had been iztained for the Company. Atter which - —— 
oter 
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other things, a part of the paragraph already cited of the 11th 
November 1768, againit the writer, was read to him, as if by way 
of infult, or in derifion of his application; and when he requefted 
a copy of it, he was informed, that could not be granted withéut 
an order from the whole Court. | 

The joint Committees, at the fame time, expreffed a readinefs 
to fend out fuch orders to Bengal as might tend to fecure the wreck 
of. the writer’s fortune, and the property of other perfons under his 
management; forgetting, as it appeared that he complained to 
them as a public magiftrate, in whom the rights of the commu- 
nity had been violate and the principles of the charter deftroyed ; 
and that no particular mjury in point of fortune could bear any 
proportion ta thofe confiderations, in the balance of a liberal mind. 

In confequence, however, of what paffed with thofe Commit- 
tees, in a letter to the Court of Directors * of the 26th May 1769, 
the writer fpecified the nature of the outftanding concerns in {ndia 
on which he required their affiftance, and alfo formally requefted, 
that the Court would be pleafed'to furnifh him with copies of all 
{fuch minutes and letters, received from their fervants in Benga/, as 
ftated any particular charge againft him; which he the more hoped 
to obtain, as when Mr. Vanfittart was accufed by a former Court 
of Direétors, the General Court of Proprietors ordered that he 
fhould have copies of all fuch letters as reflected on his cohduét. 
The writer, therefore, confidered the compliance with his requeft 
to be no other than an act of juftice due to him from a public body, 
whom he had long and faithfully ſerved, and who ought not to 
appear as parties apainft him; feeing that frorh the evidence on 
their-table, the Directors well knew the falfity of the charges that 
had been brought againſt him, by his enemies; merely on their own 
bare affertions, and which he had ever fhewn himfelf ready to difprove. 

The + aníwer of the Court of Direétors to the writer’s letter 
will fufficiently point out where the backwardnefs lay; and the 
candid reader will judge how far the practice of fupporting fecret 
acculiations, without permitting the accufed to fee them, and even 
cenfurtng the party upon fuch inguifitorial proof, without hearing his de- 
fence, is —— e to the rules of juftice as underſtood in this coun- 
try. But although the Court would not permit him to be acquainted 


* Appendix H. Num. I. page 577. 
t Ibid. Num. Il. page 578. 
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with what he was accufed of, they were plicated in their  Ictter by 
the Lapewime, to fend a general order to their )roſident and Coun- 
cil in Beugal, for giving cnecteal athitance to his attermics in faci- 
litating the recovery of his outſtanding concerns, and thote of his 
con ftitucnts. 

In the mean while, the Court of Directors had ordered a ftate 
ot the writer’s cafe to be drawn up by their rolicitor, and laid 
betore Countel. As no man cam expect a juit opinion on anv cate 
unlets it be fairly and rully ftated, the writer propoted to the Com- 
pany’s folicitor to have one drawn up to which all partics mihe 
tubicribe, as the mott candid and equitable method cf proceeding 
in an alitur of tuch confequence. This propotal which, if admit- 
ted, might have taved the Company and the writer much trouble, 
vexation, and expence, was however rejected, and a cate produced 
in which the mere iuggeltions of his enemies were given as proofs, 
and alinoit cvery tact was wholly mifrepreftented. In this cait, aho, 
the moit material circumitances in the writer’s favour were induttri- 
ouily tupprefied ; but particularly his repeated re preicntations of 
the ftate or his important mereantile-concerns, and of the time re- 

uifite for their etfeCtual liquidation; and alo the proceedings of 
the Pretident and Council in Siptember 1768, re{pecting the bond 
ot indemnity which they had piven Curtain Pars. tor bringgny 
tum toreibly a prifoner to Leng /ead. 3 

But notwithi andinas all the difadvantages ot a cate fo partially 
drawn againit the writer, the pretent lord Chief Juitice of the 
Common Pleas, then riian de Grey, Fig; the late Right Ho- 
nourable Charles 2) urke, appointed Lord Chancellor of Liengland, and 
Charles Saver, Eig; the Company's pretent Standing Countel, to 
whom it was iubmitted, were all of opinion, that the procecdingss 
againft him ‘* had not been /aficiently reeular and cautious, and that 
.« in cate his removal trom his corporate-office, as Alderman, 
“© fhould be held illegal, it was probable he would recover confi- 
é derable damages, as a perfon feized and fent home without war- 
s rant from the ítatute, and contrary to law 3’ as may be more 
fully feen in the opinions of thofe learned + gentlemen at large. 

The writer was not then in potleifion of proofs relative to the 
moft criminal parts of the conduct of the Pretident and Council at 
Calcutta towards him; but he neverthelkefs drew up a fhort cafe, 


e Appendix F. pare 542. 
+ Ibid. I. Num. VIII. page 622, 


containing 
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contaimng the principal facts which were at that ‘ime within ‘his 
knowledge, and kud it berore learned Countel, whole * opinions 
thereon are likeowile interted in the Appendix, together with their 
anfwers to vartous + qucries fubmitted to their judgment, on a fur- 
ther general cate. 

Many applications were at different times made by the writer, 
for juftice, to the Court of Directors, as inferted at length in the 
Appendix under the letter H. but they all proved ineffeétual ; while 
every letter he received from Jadia brought treth accounts of the 
loiles which he tuftained in property, in confequence of his fudden 
removal, by force, trom Bengal. ‘The natives, in various parts of 
the interior country, retufcd to come to any account with the wri- 
ter’s attornies : whiles teveral of them acted as if they thought, that 
to withhold his property would be a means to obtain favour with the 
Pretident and Council. Many demands in the common courte of 
bufinefs, which would have been liguidated in uaria, were tent over 
againft.the writer to Lugland, where they could be fubttantiated with 
a heavy intereft againit him; while his only reiource was in India, 
where he could obtain no remedy. In the Sr; tettlements within 
the juriicdiction of his Majetty’s charter, the Pretident and Council, 
and theretore their dependent Judges in the Mayor’s Court, were 
koitile towards him: and out of the juritdiction of the charter, the 
laws of the country were every where tubverted, through nominal 
Nabobs, acting under the immediate direction of the Prefident and 
Select Committee of Calcutta. 

From tuch caufes, teeing himfelf deprived of the greate{t part of 
his fortune, threatened with a prifon, and menaced with ruinous and 
expenfive law-fuits, the writer firft applied to the t Court of Direc- 
tors, as having become the natural guardians and truftees of that 
property which he had been compelled to abandon within their ait 
fumed government in rdia ; requeiting them to afit him with as 
much money as would fatisty preient demands, to be repaid out of 
fuch of his effects as fhould come to the hands of their tervants there. 
The Directors §anfwered, that they did not think thericlyes nu- 
thoriied to comply with his requeit: fo that he was forced to throw 


* See the opinion of Fs4n Glynn, Efq; A ppendix I. Num. IV. page 616. 
ot Jobn Dunning, Eig ibid, Num, V. page 617. 
of Alexander Wedderiuy i, Eiq; ibid. Num. VI. 

t Appendix L. Num. VIL. pape 61g. 

f Ibis. H. Num. X. page 585. 

$ Ibid. Buin. XI. page 580. 
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himfelf on the mercy of his creditors, who, upon looking into the 
{tate of his affairs in February 1770, found it neceflary to back the 
former application, in * another requeft, that the Court would pleafe 
to fend orders to the Commitifioners then appointed over all India, as 
well as to their Prefidents and Councils, to give every neceflary and 
proper affaftance to the writer’s agents, for the fecuring, collecting, 
and remitting to England of his outitanding concerns : in contequence 
of which application the Directors were pleated to write another 
ihort + paragraph in their general letter to Beaga/. 

As toon as advices could be received from the writer’s agents in 
Bengal, of their fucceis in the realization of his outftanding etfcéts, 
he was informed that the firit orders tent by the Direétors to their 
dervants, by the Lapwing, tor giving them afiittance in recovering 
and fecuring his property, had proved ineffeétual; and that as the 
Prefident and Council of Cu/extta, on the moit groundlets pretences, 
had declined complying with the Direétors orders, they had bcen 
under the necefiity of formally proteíting againft them. But as a 
detail of the altercations which pafled on this fubject, between the 
fervants of the Company and the attornies of the writer in Bengal, 
would be too burthentome for this narration, the reader is referred 
to the t proteft in the Appendix, in which are contained all the let- 
ters that were written upon this occafion. 

The Court of Directors having been furnifhed with the opinions 
of their learned Countel on the writer’s cafe, as already mentioned, 
tranimitted the fubftance of them, with their own fentiments 
thereon at large, in their general letter of the 23d March 1770, to 
their Prefident and Council in Bengal. By this || letter the Direétors 
appeared perte€tly fentfible, that the whole conduét of their Prefident, 
Select Committee, and Council, had been intirely illegal, not only 
with refpect to the writer, but likewife towards thofe Armenian 
merchants who had atted as his agents; two of whom, in the month 
of Augu) 1769, had arrived in England, in queft of juttice. 

Soon afterwards, the writer’s appeal againit the judgment of re- 
moval from his feat, as a Judge in the Mayor’s Court, pronounced 
by the Prefident and board at Calcutta, was brought to a hearing 


* See a letter from the writer’s creditors, dated the 44th February 1770, Appendix 
Ii. Nuin. ALL. page 587. 

+ See the XCVith paragraph of their letter of the 23d March 1770, Ibid. page 557. 

4 See Appendix F. Num. LII. page 541. 

y Ibid. Num. LIII. pages 553 to 558. 
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before his Majeſtæ in Council, when the Court of Directors being 
afhamed to annrear in the atlair, on behalf of their fervants, his Ma- 
Jeftv was graciocfly picafed to reverfe the judgment pafled by the 
Princy of Beseuz/, und to reftore the appellant to his office. For 
the arguments uiid on this extraordinary occafion by the able Coun- 
fel employed on behalt of the appellant, and his Majefty’s royal 
award of reftoration, dated at S7. aici, the 15th June 1770, we 
beg leave to refer the reader to the * Appendix. 

The Court of Directors knowing the diftreffed fituation of the 
writer, and that without the affiftance which he had applied for in 
his letter of the 6th February 1770, and which they haa refufed, 
he could not proceed to Bengal; informed him, by a letter of the 
28th + Jura 1770, that they expeéted he would repair to Calcutta in 
one of their fhips of the enfuing feafon, in order to refume the func- 
tions of his office. Repeating his reprefentations of diftrefs, the 
writer thereon f requefted the Court would acquiefce in his remain- 
ing in England tor two years from the date of his Majefty’s fentence ; 
which they informed || him was not in their power, as it was ex- 
pretfied in the charter of juftice, that if any Alderman fhould be ab- 
ient from the town of Calcutta for twelve calendar months, his office 
became vacant. Hereupon the writer prefented an humble § petition 
to the King’s Moit Excellent Majefty in Council, under date the 
21ft July 1770, praying, that in confideration of the circumftances 
of his very hard cafe, therein fet forth, his Majefty would be gra- 
cioufly pleated to interpofe by*his royal prerogative, and grant the 
petitioner leave to remain in Exg/and tor the {pace of two years from 
the date of his Majefty’s judgment of reverfal aforefaid ; and that the 
perfon who terved in his office might be permitted to continue fo to 
do, until the petitioner could arrive in Calcutta to refume the func- 
tions thercof: which petition was referred, by the Right Honour- 
able the Lords of the Committee of Council, for the confideration 
and report of Mr. Attorney and Mr. Solicitor General. 

In a letter of the ¥ 9th Auguft 1770, the writer acquainted the 
Court of Directors of the ineffectuality of all the applications for af- 


* Appendix I. Num. IX. and Num. X. pages 625 and 626. Sce alfo the proceedings 
of the Mayor’s Court of Calcutta, the 224 March and 3d April 1771, in confequence of 
this judgment, Ibid. Num. XII. page 630. 

+ Ibid. Letter H. Num. XIIL. page 587. 

+ Ibid. Num. XIV. page 588. 

į ibid. Num. XV. page 58y. 

4 Ibid. Letter I. Num. XI. page 627. 

q ibid. Letter H. Num. XVI. page 580. 


fittance 





IN DIA AFFAIRS. Part II. 131 


ſiſtance which had been made to the Prefident and Council, by his 
attornies in Benga/, in confequence of the Court’s orders by the Lap- 
wing. He therein alfo informed the Court of the great lofles he was 
likely to fuftain by fuch difobedience ; offered to give them every 
fatisfaction that could be required concerning the propriety and lega- 
liry of his commercial engagements; and requetted fuch farther or- 
ders to their Supervifors and Prefidents and Councils, as might, 
wathout a poflibility ot evation, effectually fccure the recovery of 
his juft debts outf{tanding : the Directors referving to themfclves the 
determination of any difputes on the points of legality. 

But the Court of Directors were as repardlefs of this reprefenta- 
tion of the writer’s wrongs as they before had been of the many 
others which he had prefented to them. All-powerful as they 
thought themifelves, they paid no attention to his prayers for juftice, 
nor ever offcred the mott trifling reparation for the numberlefs inju- 
ries which he had tuffered. "They poflefied the Judicious opinions of 
their own eminent Lawyers, to which they themtelves had alfo 
fub{cribed, that the proceedings of their governing-iervants in Bengal 
again{t the writer were illegal 5° which illegality was put farther be- 
yond a doubt by the decree of his Majefty in Council. But they knew 
that whatever might be the event, the NEVEN- failing treafury of thie 
Company would tecure them from all loifés in their official capaci; 
ties. They well forefaw, that the mveitigation before the public, 
or in courts of juftice, of matters of fuch magnitude as were involved 
in the writer’s cafe, could not fail ef injuring, if not ruining, the 
Company ;—but the carrying of a few favourite points in a party, and 
the fecuring of their annual elections, were objects to be contidered 
far in preference to the interefts of the Proprietors; who appeared to 
have bcen long reconciled to be the dupes of Iaf Ined politics. 

The Court of Directors, therefore, would never candidly declare 
whether they vindicated or condemned the conduct of their fervants 
towards the writer; who, after being kept, in the moft humili- 
ating manner, under hopes of redrefs, for feventeen months, was 
at laft forced to * commence profecutions at law; not merely to 
obtain damages for illegal futferings, but in fa& to regain poflefiion 
ef a fortune lawfully acquired by ae own induttry, froin which he 
had been firit torcibly torn, and then illegally withheld: while Pre- 
fident Vere, in the cleétion of sipel 177i; was rewnutded, ror his 
great and meritorious fervices, with a feat in the Direction. 

* The writer commenced his profecrtions apainit the Company and their ‘fervants in 
September 1.779. 
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In confequence of the fecond order- given by the Court of Directors, 
the writer’s attornies in Bengal renewed their * applications to the 
Prefident and Council for their affiftance in fecuring his property and 
concerns outftanding ; but thofe applications, like the former, were 
without ¢ffeét. The board perfitted in their +refufal of affiftance, under 
the fame pretences as before, which reduced the writer’s attarnies to 
the neceflity of ferving them with another proteft urder date the 1 3th 
December 1770, while the recovery of a great part of his property 
was thereby rendered totally defperate. 

His Majefty’s Attorney and Solicitor General, on the 16th May 
ro 7t; — t reported upon the writer’s petition of the 2rft July 
1770, that they were humbly of opinion, his Majefty could not /e- 

ally comply with the petitioner’s requef@ for leave of abfence. from 

is office in the Mayor’s Court of Ca/cutta ; the writer determined on 
returning to Benga/, and accordingly || applied to the Court of Di- 
rectors for a paflage in one of the Company’s fhips. 

The Direétors, who knew perfectly well that no other than mer- 
chants ever had or could have filled the offices of Mayor and Alder- 
men at Calcutta, and that the whole of the emoluments received by 
an Alderman did not exceed twenty-five pounds fterling per annum, 
agreed to give directions for his paflage to Indra on board the fhip Br;- 
fannia; but at the fame time informed him, that although he re- 
turned to refume the functions of his office, 4e would not be § allowed 
to trade there, ** as, in the opinions of the ableft Lawyers, fuch office 
“* carried with it no authority whatfoever to trade, but, on the con- 
“ trary, was exprefsly repugnant to feveral acts of Parliament for 
“ confirming to the Eaft India omy their exclufive right to trade.” 

This was a new doétrine, which had never been ftarted before ; 
nor at this time would have been thotght of, if it had not been 
folely for the purpofe of diftreffing an injured man, made obnoxious 
by the guilt of others: for the Directors argued, acutely, that he 
could not refide in Jazdia, if they debarred him from the means of 
fupporting himielf. They likewife, without doubt, thought this 
was the beft method ot defeating the juftice of their Sovereign in 
Council, by rendering his folemn decree from the throne inefteétual 
and impotent; asa rettoration to office could not but prove fruitlefs, 


* See Appendix F. Num. LIV. page 558. 
+ Ibid. Num. LV. page 559. 

t Ibid. LetrecI. Num. XIII. page 632. 

į Ibid. H. Num, XIX. page 592. 

$ Ibid. Num. XX. page 593. 
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if the means of fubfifting in it were taken away. In his * anfwer to 
the letter from the Directors, the writer therefore expoftulated with 
them freely upon the injuftice of their conduét towards him; and 
reqguefted to be informed, if they pleafed to allow him any, and 
what ium for his patlage and expences to Bengal: but he was never 
favoured with an antwer. 

In the mean time, the preparations he was making for his voyage 
to Bengal alarmed his creditors, who refufed to let him depart with- 
out firſt fatisfying them for their refpe€tive demands on him. Seve- 
ral {uits and actions were in confequence commenced againft him : 
and while he was under an arreft in cuftody of the Sheritf’s officers, 
he again applied, by + letter, to the Court of Direétors, requefting 
they would pleate to procure bail to the writ upon which he was 
confined, and alfo for fuch other fums as might appear againft him. 
As he had been expoicd to thefe hardthips in confequence of the 
outrages practifed on him in Jadia, by the tervants of the Company, 
fupported by the fubifequent orders and proceedings of the Court of 
Directors, he thought he had a reafonable claim upon them to com- 
ply with this requeit, and moré eipecially as the Company, in their 
character of Nabob of Benga/, were already become pofieficd of a 
confiderable part of his property. But no application from him 
could induce the Court of Direétors to give him any fatisfaction, as 
the reader will perceive from the many other letters which pafied on 
different occafions: copies of all which are inferted in the Appendix 
under the letter H. 

On the contrary, although confcious that the writer had been ille- 
gally removed from his office of Alderman ; that he had been brought 
away by foree from Ca/cutta 3 and that he was, in cffecét, under a phy- 
ical impoffibility of returning, the Court cf Direéters informed him, 
by 7 letter of the 31ſt Auxuf 1771, that, as his faid office was become 
vacant by Drs absence, they had tranimiitted orders to their Governor 
and Council in Bengal forthwith to proceed to Al up the vacancy in 
his place and ftead. It was fcarce poflible ior an injured and intulted 
man to bear {uch repeated acts of injuftice witu more temper than the 
writer did; but he could not wholly reftrain his indignation on this 
eccafion. The aniwer which he wrote to this letter from the Di- 
rcctors having given great ottence, that the reader may judge of his 
demerits in this matter, without the trouble of a retercnce, we here 
fubnit the whole letter to his perutal. 

* See Appendix H. Num. XXI. page 594. 
t Ibid. Nura. XALIL. pare oô, 
$ Ibid. Num. XXVII. page Goo. 
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To Prtrer Michell, Efq; Secretary to the Honourable the Court of 
** Directors tor Affairs of the-Elonourable the United Company 
** ot Merchants of Lvg/and trading to the Laff Iudices. 


S I R, 


‘“ I have received your letter, dated the 31ft 4uguf, written by 
order of the Court of DireQors of the af India Company, ac- 
quainting me that they had, on that day, tranimitted to Benga! 
their orders to their Governor and Council forthwith to proceed 
to the choice of another Alderman of the Mayor’s Court, in my 
place ; which ttation the Court ot Direétors, upon the opinion of 
eminent Counsel, prefume to be vacant. 

‘ By this aétion the Public will undoubtedly perccive the great 
obligation they owe to the Court of Directors, for the official at- 
tention they give to the complete adminiftration of juftice in their 
fettlements abroad, where they will not allow of one vacancy un- 
der a phyfical impoffibility, while there are two at their own 
* board, ot which they take no notice. 

‘© “They will likcwife fee the dignity of the Court, in acquainting 
me with their refolution after the packet which carried ie kad been 
difpatched ; nor can they have any doubt of the propriety ef their 
conduct, when fortified by the opinion of fuch eminent Counfel, 
who are above any mean fubterfuge, and whom all the moncy 
which has been plundered from the Ea India Company and the 
miferable inhabitants of Aiindoffan,. and all the boroughs which 
have been bought thereby, would not tempt to utter a fyllable 
contrary to law and juttice. 

s "This will further remove the general reproaches that are daily 
uttered againft the Court of Directors, and particularly this, that 
the whole of their conduét, for feven years back, has been one 
uniform fyf{tem of opprefling the innocent by every ignoble exer- 
tion of authority, and protecting the guilty by every artifice of 
power. And therefore, feeing they are daily proceeding in fuch 
a meritorious fyftem of reformation as might almoft fave the Com- 
pany, if it were on the brink of bankruptcy, itis tobe hoped that 
no daring: {pirit will prelume to call the legality of any act, under 
their pretent fituation, in quéeſtion, merely becaule they contift 


* There were two fats in the Direktion thea vacant by the deaths of Mr. Cruttenten 


and Mr. Rcus. 
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of only twenty-two members, when that number can be proved, 
by eminent Countel, to be fuperior to twenty-four; much lels 
to difpute the vory principle of What they may perform from fuch 
tair aud upright intentions. 

e Nevertheleis, under all thofe prejudices on bchalf of to wite, fo 
honourable, and to impartial a board, I am aflured, bv perfons who 
pretend to be equally eminent in the Law, that the Court of Di- 
rectors and their Countel will have as little to fav in favour of this 
proceeding, when it comes to be difcufled, as the cloquent Mr. 
Saver, and the ingenious Mr. NwAz//, after all the monev they 
had received, had to otter in favour of their former Ciovernor, and 
s pretent affociate, Mr. Mere/?, tor removing me from my judicial 
— office at frit. 

‘ I treely acknowledge, that Z nim Bolts, perfecuted, impri- 
foned, banithed, traniported, and plundered, in the decay of the 
Engi» conttitution, 13s a very unequal match for the Directors of 
the Luz? India Company, ftimulated by an army of Nabobs, rob- 
bers, and tyrants, whote riches are capable ot even fhaking the 
Senate, and much more of calling forth the cunning contrivance 
** ot a venal profeflion. At the fame time I am ftill hardy cnough 
‘ to believe I thall obtain the victory at lait, notwithftauding the 
«© dreams and {ipells of * D/inveno3 from this old proverb, which I 
s learned in my youth, ‘** that truth and innocence, with proper 
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fortitude, will in the end prevail againſt a hott of focs.” 
Lam: SI R, 
Inclefeld Green, Your moit obedient fervant, 
the 7th September 1771. (Signed) WV bask BOLTS.” 


About this time a moft vexations profecution was alt commenced 
again{t the writer, by an information fled acainit him in the Ex- 
cheguer, bv his Majcity’s Attorney General, at the relation cf the 
Eaf Indra Company. 

To give the candid reader a clear idea of the origin orthe trinfeetion 
on which this profecution was @rounded, it nias be nécciisre to ine 
form uium, that atter aluming the iovireigaty or Beaga’, diftuited by 
the ofiicc or Dewannee, pretended to be held of Shh ot m, the Grand 
Mogul, under their typo] ot a Mock-Nabob, in 1705 tie Pretidcurand 
Secret Committe of Calcula hiad 1o raita tiv esheclatians Or the 
Ley Jadia Directors, that they loon began to entertain the meoil ex- 


* «aAlluding to a characker in Jo's eran. 
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trava; «| deénas of ceafelefs floods of wealth ftreaming into the Com- 
panv’s veafury from the snexbaufiib/e fources of that country. It 
confeq uce of fuch ideas, the Directors, in Mar 1766, potitevciy 
* prohibited their PreGdent and Council from drawing bills on them 
for any fums paid by individuals into their cafh at Calcutta 3; and in 
Fanusziy 1768, they ordered the remittance home of five + hundred 
thoufand pounds fterling, in fpecie. "The Company’s cafh was the 
ufual channel whereby perfons dependent on them were perniittéd 
to remit their property to Europe; and indeed, at the time deicribed, 
it was the only method in their power, as diamonds could not be 
procured in Bexga/; the Pretident and Council, as hath already becn 
fhewn, having publicly prohibited, under fevere penalties, and re- 
ferved to them:felves all intercourfe with the adjacent provinces, in 
which only they were obtainable to advantage. 

When the writer was feized, in Seprember 1768, almoft the whole 
of his fortune, befides confiderable property belonging to other per- 
ions then under his care, was in the power of the Company and 
their fervants in Indra. WVithout any means in his power tor fecur- 
ing thofe efteéts trom which he had been thus torn by violence, they 
were of courfe left in imminent peril from the guilt of his opprei- 
fors; who could not but forefee that thcir own future fafety muft 
greatly depend on his immediate and effectual ruin. In this fate of 
things, ioon after his forcible expulfion from Benga/, a foreigner un- 
dertook to collect various effeéts belonging to the writer, and fhip 
them, on freight, in a Portuguefe fhip bound to Li/bon; which he 
accordingly afterwards effected. | 

This was the tranfation on which was grounded the information 
in the Exchequer, requiring an account trom the writer of fuch 
pretended-unlawful trade, with the forfeiture thereon of thirty per 
cent. to be paid to the Company, Mr. Attorney General waving all 
other penalties and forfeitures. But this extraordinary profecution was 
carried {till farther ; for, on the new-broached doétrine, of extending 
their exclufive right of trading ro AND FROM Jndiaz, to the ridicu- 
lous claim of right to all trade 1n Indra, the honourable Direétors, on 
behalf of the Company, confcientioufly demanded the whole profits ot 
the writer's induftry, acquired by trade of any fort, in Bengal, trom 
the day on which he refigned the Company’s commercial fervice, in 
November 1766, until his finalimprifonment and tranfportation : of 


* See Appendix A. Num. XVIII. page 122. 
+ Ibid. Num. XXXIV. page 172. 
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which profits the Attorney General’s information alfo demanded an 
account on oath. 

It was not repugnant to the honeur or dignity of the Court of 
Eft India Directors to 8x upon the writer, whem they had already 
almoft ruined, asthe man en whom to raalte this new ipecies of de- 
mand; nor to feleét him for this truly inquifitorial profecution, from 
among a great number of other perfons, refidents under Bs/.// pro- 
tection in udia, who they knew had been reduced to the fame ne- 
ceflity of remitting their eitates from thence through other nations, 
without the arguments in their favour, which the writer pofleficd 
on this tranfaction, as being the actof others, after he had been for- 
cibly tern from his property, and fent out of the country: nor was 
it deemed difhonourable by thote gentlemen then in the Direction 
(1771) who had themfelves been actually guilty of illicit trafic be- 
tween India and Europe, without any plea of neceffity, but merely 
for the gratification of their love of wealth. 

In hopes ef quafhing an expenfive proiecution of fo frivolous, par- 
tial, and vexatious a nature, the writer, whole father was a Germa, 
and himfelf not a natural-born -fubject of his Majeity, pleaded his 
alienage in bar to the difcovery and relief tought. In the fituation 
defcribed, he did not think it diflhonourable to avail himtelf of any 
plea which accident had thrown in his way, which the law allowed 
of, and which many gentlemen of the greateft eminence for their 
knowledge in the law of Great Britain fill think a good one; but 
particularly with refpeét to the Fa/? India Company, whole protec- 
tion, as the reader has feen, had been formally withdrawn trem him, 
and whote Dire€tors and othcr tuperior fervants had exerted evcry 
act of injuftice and oppreflion to ette& his ruin both in foitune and 
reputation. _ 

But when this plea was argued before the Honourable Barons of 
his Majeity’s Court of Exchequer. they were pleafed to order that it 
fhould be over-ruled ; and from that judgment the writer appealed to 
the Right Honourable the Houfe ot Lords, before whom it came 
on to be heard in Afay 1773. It was chere alleged by the refpon- 
dents, that ‘* if thote who have been in the fervice of the Company, 
e being alicns, might lawfully carry Faff Indit commodities trom 
the Company’s fettlements to the ports of foreign kingdoms, it 
would «rtual/y put an end to the charter of the Laff India Com- 
pany, and all the acts of Parliament made for fecuring that trade 
to Greet Biiiun.”’—But it was not contidered, if the Lag/yh Eafit 
tudia Company might lawtully feize any fubject within the J37/7// 

5 ſettléments 
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n Induit ;z—icnd him a prifoner to England, whenever 


the. tat convenient ;—put a {top to all remittances, through 
theni . wf private property trom dias and at the fame time 
by woli an Star-chamber-intormations in his Majefty’s Court of 


Exches: profecute for, and recover as forteited to themfelves in 
the char...crs cf tubjects and merchants, all property which fuch 
periton might receive from drdia in any other channel, while they 
acted as dejpotic fevereigns in that country 5. that im fuch cafe the 
Company would trinally become the poſſeſſors of all the property'of 
fuch tubject. 

Neverthelefs, fuch were the confequences to the writer of what he 
had already fudered, with refpect toa great part of the property from 
which he had been torn in fndia, while the Dire€tors for the Com- 
pany were attempting, by their Exchequer-information, to difturb 
his pofleffion or fuch part thereof as his foreign agent had reicued 
from their power, and brought to Ls/foon, for the benefit of his cre- 
ditors. Under {uch unconftitutional privileges and powers as thofe 
which the Company are hereby contending for, moft of the Br/z/5 
fubjets in (dea will toon fmd it for their intereft, as well as per- 
fonal fafcty, to renounce their country, and give up the name of 
Engliflmen, to feck protection among foreign Europeans, or the inde- 
pendent princes in ffia.: which may. ioon effect the diffolution of 
the Brith trade and empire in Jadia. 

It was atfo urged in the writer’s behalf, before the Lords, * that 
“« legiance being reciprocem ilgame, if protection were withdrawn 

from an inhabitant, and he forcibly banithed, the duty of legiance 
ceaied ;—-that theretore the appeliant was releafed from the tem- 
porary allegiance which he owed to the crown of Greet Britain, 
“ when deprived of protection, and tercibly brought a prifoner upon 
* the high feas. Farther, that as.the act of the 7th of George the 

Firit, which enables the refpondents to recover thirty per cent. of 
« the value in “Lughind ot all goods which are the fubject of the trade 
“ therein prohibited, was a itatute highly penal, it ought to be cona 
& itrued ftrictly -—that in fuch cafe, being confined to his Majcitv’s 
s yatural-born ſubjects, w could not be extended fo 2s to comprehend 
** the appellant, who, sithough an alien, yet being a prorteftant. 
* and the fubject, of a itate at amity with Grent Britain, 
“ Alderman ot Cricut sgrecably to the charter; and whe, 


> 


an a 





Was an 
1 in tact, 
“at the time when his ertects were embarked in far by a forcign 
“ agent, was not refident in auy part of his Majetty's dominions, 
nor had any connexions with the refpondents.” | 
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But it was intifted on behalf of the refpondents, ‘* thar the ap- 
E pellanc’s plea was detective in point of tormality.”—Mr. Attorney 
General iaid, * it did not contain a legal. averment zeha Ais parents 
t“ avere, bat only a declaration, as he éelreved, which would not do.” 
And Mr. Skaery, lkewife of counfel for the refponudentsy, faid, ‘* it 
** was not fufficient to declare the appellant was born out of the alle- 
“© giance of his Majefty, but the place of his birth ihould have beon 
«c. precitely mentroned.” 

t would be difficult to reconcile {fuch language to the under- 
ftanding of a plain and unlettered man, unacquainted with law, and 
the nice diftinctions fubfiftting between the formality of a fpecial ples 
and common fenfe. But thofe ga] objections to the plea, which was 
actually fo defeAively worded, could not be furmounteds and the 
Right Honourable the Houte of Lords were pleafed, without a de- 
bate, to confirm the judgment given by the Honourable Barons, 
whereby the appellant was referred back to the Court of Exchequer, 
for the decifion of his caufe, upon it’s merits. 

During the ceurfe of thefe tranfactions in Lugland, the fubter- 
fuges of the Prefident and Council in Beyga/, not improbably 
prompted by iome of the Direéters at home, had rendered it necet= 
{fary to the writer’s creditors, for the fecurity of their property, ta 
renew their applications for affiftance in collecting in his effećts in 
India, and remitting them to Eurobe. But the Court of Direétors 
now not only excufed but even commended their Prefident and 
Council for their difobedience of their former orders. The grand 
bafis on which they founded their quibbles was, that the debts out« 
{tanding in Jndia had arifen on an illegal trade; and the various 
grounds they took to prove this pretended illegality were, that they 
had been contraéted in the fait-trade s; or in trade carried on by the 
writer after he had treligned the Company’s fervice ; or without li- 
cence ; or after repeated prohibitions to the contrary.—In vain had 
the writer’s attornies in Bengal undertaken to prove before the Preſi- 
dent and Council, that his outftanding debts were not in {fuch predi- 
caments, and in vain did his creditors undertake to prove before the 
Directors in London, that there was no foundation tor any of thote 
fuppofitions. The Honourable Court of Direétors then urged, that 
a iuit was depending in his Majefty’s Court of Exchequer, wherein 
one of the great points for decifion was, the power atlumed by the 
writer, of trading after having quitted the Company's fervicc, and 
after receiving orders trom their Pretident and Council to detit from 
trade. But itill taking for granted that he had ſo traded, and — 
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¥ 
SC ir de SSS illegal, they begged leave to afk, ‘* whether it would 
Sot i a downright folecifm in praétice to profecute a man for the 
Sè pecoviry of penalties incurred by an unlawful trade, and at the 
fa-me time to be aiding and affifting to him in the recovery of debts 
* contracted in fuch trade?” And they concluded their difcufiion 
of the point, by offering to give pofitive orders to their Prefident 
and Council at Calcutta, that ** their utmof? efforts fhould be ufed ta ob- 
<< tain the recovery if fuch debts and demands as that Prefidency fhould 
“* not be poffeffed of Z evidence to Jbew the illegality of” 

The candid reader may fee in the * Appendix, at length, aH the 
Jetters which paficd on this occafion. It was to no purpofesto argue 
with men armed with unlimited power, and hoftile towards. reafon 
and conviction. The writer faw himfelf effectually debarred from 
recovering his property: in the interior parts of Bengal, where the 
Directors and their fervants, aéting for a fociety of merchants, with- 
out openly avowing it, had taken upon themielves the fovereignry. 
of the country, fubverted the ancient laws and cuftoms, and under 
the cloaks of pretended Nabobs, direéted by their Refident ‘at the 
Durbar, and their Chiefs at Subordinates, trampled -without con- 
troul on juftice and the rights of mankind. 

We will no longer trefpafs on the patience of the — reader 
by a minute detail of the farther circumftances of this cafe. Suffice 
it to fay, that after combating every fpecies of injuftice, chicanery, 
and villainy, both in India and in England, for upwards of feven 
years, fingle and unfupported, although intitled to a fortune of up- 
wards of ninety thoufand pounds fterling, when forced away from 
Bengal, the writer faw himf{clf frequently arrefted and imprifoned for 
debt, his houfes fequeftred, his effects feized and publicly fold by 
writs of execution: and under all the horrors of fuch circumftances. 
to himfelf and family, he was at laft, in Oégfober 1773, reduced to 
the neceflity of becoming a bankrupt, without the guilt of any ex- 
travapance cr mifconduct, but without hope of any kind of juftice 
to himfelf. Can he then be thought to owe the leaft forbearance to 
his oppretiors? And has he fot juft caufe to lament, that there is 
no coercive power in this kingdom adequate to the punifhment of the 
perpctrators of fuch crimes as are without parallel; and whofe fecu- 
rity therein has been owing to duch deceptions and concealments as 
fhould be deemed no other than CONSTITUTIONAL TREASONS? 


+ Appendix H. pages Go2z to 612 
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CHAP VL 


AN ACCOUNT ofthe ARMENIANS in BENGAL, particularly 
of the OPPRESSIONS fuftered in the Year 1768, frm the Su- 
PERIOR SERVANTS of the EAST INDIA COMPANY, by 
GREGORECojJAMAUL, JOHANNES PADRE RAFAEL, and others; 


and of their Succefs in purfuit of Juftice. 
a le interior regions and maritime coafts of Hindsflan had 

| afforded fhelter and emolument to peaceable merchants, from 
all Afa and oriental 4frica, for many ages before weftern intruders. 
difturbed their repofe. Defencelefs againft the military arts and 
naval armaments of Europeans, the Indian coafts, therefore, opened, 
upon the firft adventurers, profpeéts equally extenfive for trade or 
plunder. But although the latter was, tor fome time, in a great 
meafure, reftrained by the eftablifhment of thofe national Eafi India 
Companies in Exrope, which, under many viciffitudes, have fub- 
fitted to the prefent times, with their refpective rights of trading 
round the Cape of Good Hope; yet the fuccefs of thofe Companies, 
in the degrees they have departed from their commercial {fy {tems, 
iecms only to have proportionally converted their right of exclufively 
trading with, to-that of exclufively oppreffing or plundering the 
natives of fa. 

Among the many nations that partook of the trade in Jadia, the 
Armenians were not the leaft confpicuous. From the earlieft period 
of the hiftory of that country they were the principal traders from 
and to the gulphs of Perfia and Arabia ; bY which laft track, in 
particular, Fe eaftern commodities were tran{ported to Egypt, Turkey, 
and the coafts of the Mediterranean {ea. 

The extenfivenefs of this trade was foon found to be obftruétive 
of the views of the adventurers newly come round the Cape of Good 
Fiope. But what the Portuguefe attempted by open violcace, at the 
mouths of the two gulphs, the Englim Eal India Company accom- 
plithed by ftratagem. 

In the year 1688, a treaty or agreement was concluded by the 
old Ea India Company with Cogee Phunoos Calendar, an admennin 
merchant of eminency, on behalf of the cl-menian nation ; — 
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i .ert the:r trace from its old channels, into the new one 
dtre Cape. “Fo this * treaty the sicaeutres were allured by 
tous prolp ét: of great benefits. They were reipectivelv to have, 
ccm and at all tines thereafter, an ceual fhare of all advantages 
ranted by the Company to any of thet: cwn. adventurers or other 
cagh{ih merchants whointoever, with retinc to trade, or otherwite, 
within the limts of the Company's charter. Creat privileges were 
likewilfe allowed them for conveying thei: rerfons or merchandize 
to or from Jiwrefe in the Company’s thips. They were, morcover, 
freely to refide in all the Company’s towns or garrifons; where 
they were declared to be capable cf holding all civil offices and 
employments, cqually with the natives of Eagland. They were 
allowed toa, the free exercife of their religion; and whenever forty, 
or more of them, became inhabitants of any of the Company’s 
towns or garrifons, they were to have ground given to them for a 
church, to be firſt built at the’expence ot the Company 3 who fur- 
ther ftipulated, that they would not continue in their fervice any 
Governor who fhould in any way difturb or difcountenance them 
in the full enjoyment of their trade and privileges. 

Of fuch confequcnce were the Armenians thought in Dda, and 
im particular, by the Eng Eaf India Company, no longer than 
eiphty-ux years ago. Under this treaty great numbers rcforted to 
the Company’s fetthments; where they cftablifhed themfelves, 
traded, and had churches built. Being the beft merchants in Afia, 
they principally contributed to the increafe of trade and population 
an the refpective fettlements where they refided. They were of 
the greateit fervice to the Company’s agents and factors, as well 
in the difpoial of their outward, as in the provition of their home- 
ward-bound-cargoes : and it was te an 4rmenian the Company were 
moſt particularly indebted, in the year 1717, for the acguuition of 
the grand Firmauns of the Emperor Furrukhfeer, tor Bengal, Ma- 
drafs, and Surat. This may be clearly feen, as well from the Fir- 
mauns themtelves, as from the orders of the Grand Vizicr, and by 
the letters trom the Armenian merchant, Cogce Serhaud, one of the 
deputies then at Ded/y, + to the Company’s Prefident and Council 
at Fort Willam. 

The reader need not be here further informed, that the privi- 
legcs granted by the Emperor in thote Firmauns, in prejudice of 


* See a copy of ihis treaty in the Appendix, A. Num. I. 
t. Soe Jowusls of the Houle of Commons, vol. XXXIII. pages $50 to 859. 
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his own native fubjects, laid the foundation of all the Company's 
future profperity, as a commercial body ; and that what was origi- 
nally a gracious indulgence for trading duty-free, in the dominions 
of the Great Mogul and his dependent Nabobs, afterwards fur- 
nifhed the means to the Company and their fervants, firft of fecur- 
ing the independency of fuch Nabobs againft their Sovereign, and, 
in the end, of difpoffeffing even them of their dominions. 

The Company’s trade and power, however, ‘vere no fooner: efta- 
blifhed on a proiperous footing, than the Armenians, who had prin- 
cipally contributed thereto, were the firft that were made to feel a 
reverie of fortune. Such impediments were thrown in the way of 
their inland-trade and external commerce, at the three principal 
fettlements of the Company, but particularly in théir trade to 
Mocha, Judda, and Buffrah, that they were in a manner precluded 
therefrom altogether ; unlefs they chofe to fubmit to the groffeft 
tmpofitions, in fending their: goods far thofe markets on the private 
trading {fips equipped by the fervants of the Company ; as hath 
been more fully made appear in * the firft part of this work. 

But the oppreffions which the Armenians met, with were mot 
merely confined to trade. In latter times, every avenue to juftice 
was {hut againft them in Bengal. During the government of Lord 
Cuve, their refidence in Calcutta was deemed taking refuge from the 
country-gavernment, although the law of that very government was 
then no other than the will of the noble Prefident. ‘They were 
re{cued from the Sheriff’s cuftody, deprived of their right, by char- 
ter, of appealing to the laws of England, and by military force 
banifhed from a Brith fettlement, for having brought their own 


xeípećtive cautes before a Brityh Court of + Juftice. 
During 


®& Confiderctions on India Afairs, Part I. chap. XIV. 
+ ‘© Ata Confultation, held at Cafcutta the 3d Alarch 1766, 
Prefent, "Che Right Honourable Lord Clive, PceGdentr, 
General Carnag, 
Harry Verei, 
Francis Sykes, 
Rarndolth MMarrictt, 
Hugh Watts, 
Claud Ruffell, 
William sllderfey, 
Thomas Kelfall, and 
Charles Ffloyer, Eſquires. 


T: appesring from undzubted authority, that one Cogee Meckil, an Armenian, has filed... 
tn the, Mayor's Court, a fictitious {uit again Fchanna. Marcat, an Armenian widow, 
| merely 
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Moers Mr. i erelis government, the Armenians not only con- 
tinue iy. be u- rived of their trade cevsiin the provinces of Bengal, 
Batar, and Oripa, but, as hath been’ thewn in the preceding 
third chapter, they were even publicly prohibited from trading, or 
retiding, beyond, or without thofe provinces ; under the ievereit penalties 
of corporal punifhment and confifcation of property. T he Prefident 
repreiented the refidence or eftablifhment of Armenians at Maf eda- 
bad and in the province of Owd, as a modern affair commencing 
with the Nabobthip of * Coffm Aly Khawn; although their nation 
had been fettled refidents and merchants there and all over Hrn- 
doflan, not only before the eftablifhment of any Engli/b Eaf India 
Company, but long before the exiftence of the Mogul Empire in 
India. 

It is true, that the Nabob Cofim Ally Khawn had, during his 
{hort government, {everal Armenian Generals and others of that 
nation, as fervants, at his Duré¢ér, or Court; as many Nabobs in 
India had had before him. But the misfortune of the Armenians in 
Bengal was, that one of their nation, Cogee Petrufe, was the chief 
inftrument employed, underhand, in bringing about the revolution 
which placed that Nabob on the Mufnud. Mr. Vanfitiarl?s oppo- 
nents, who had not been let into the fecret, alleged, that ‘* the 
s< Arme..sans were {pies ; they were the Nabob’s advifers ; they 
“* managed him; they urged the difputes, or they wanted to ex- 
** tirpate the Engliſb, to get their commerce to themfelves.” 

Such general and vague accuYations, which have alfo been re- 
echoed lately in the Brityb Houfe of Commons, evidently owed 
their origination to the private interefts -or views of parties. If, 
owing no allegiance to the Brith crown, and independent of the 


Engli Eafi India Company, tome ðf thofe dfatics ferved the Nabob 


merely with a view to evade the demands of the country gevernment, with which the 
has large accounts, and has therefore taken refuge here without our knowledge; and as 
nothing is fo difficult as to inveltigate collufion of partics, to the fatisfacticn of law, as 
the Court may not have the power of redrefs, though convinced of the fact : 

Agreed, therefore, to puta-ftop to practices fo prejudicial to the Company's affiirs 
(as they muft neceffarily interfere with the revenues) that the board interpuse thcir au- 
thority, as Prefident and Council, and withdraw the Company’s protection from both 
parties, turning the complainant immediately out cf the fettlement, and the defendant as 
foon as fhe may be regularly reieafea from the Sh riff's cuisdy.” See Journals of the 
Houfe of Commons, vol. XXXIIL. pape 933. 

* Scc Appendix, E. page 352. 
with 
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with tideliry, they could not be blamed for deing their dury, whe- 
ther amicably or hoftilely employed. Bur in any eile, it aoni 
wot e kis Wiser!) ww comd. ma «dl, Far tle cunteaqucnes? of the 
actions of a tew, than it would be unjuil tor the meitives off Ladies te 
curte the whole mation, boeaute one -Auser ora princis liy cantis 
buted to obtain the Mogul Emperor's Birmiauns for thie Fons p 
Company ; œ toaitvile the whole 4777) nation, becaute iome ii 
dividuals have been puiltw of crimes in Jamatas wliich fies tuce j- 
likely to reach in this world, except it come fiom the bumed 
hand of Goi. 

Woe have already thew. Dy a egencral letter from the Dircclors 
to fiwir tervanits ar 25 vol ew, orol tha ®© 26tlior Ioar i i — 
that che then Unitel Company ttrencoutly claimed, zs their nighir, 
all che privileges and advantages, betore obtained by the old, to be 
fully enjowed by the mew one, as ** rhe Kenghith national Company, 
s< VGN intitled Rut when it became the Oljycet 
of confideration, how rar this United Company were bound by the 
engagements of the old one, the tceales of tudtice were then balanced 
according to the ivitem of intercit adopted by modern Dircetors.— 
Wohin the treatw between the old Company and the sfrinenians wa; 
firit demanded to be produced betore a Committee of the Ploneopr- 
able Ehoute of Commons, in May —— 
After repeated applications from an honourable member, backed by 
an order of the Committee, it was at datt reluctantly brought torth by 
the Court of Directors, who then had recourte to their Jearned 
Solicitor and Standing Countel; by whom it was determined, 
t that the old Company's charter and all thiir powers having been 
ferrent: vd, the pretent fay? Litar Company, who derive their righits 
undor a ditterent chaiter, was nat concluded by the QVeCIMent of 
the old Company, ** uor eas toere ariy atck of parlitmcni, ov CM¢INLEr, 
= Prd TOE anled wu fuck poston.” 

The foregoing tacts will abundantly fuffice to give the candid 
reader a competent idea ot the conduct of the Company. and their 
lurvants, towards the menſans in general. They have cOonttantly 
received ditterent characters and dintrent treatment from different 
Parties, as the mands of their retpective leaders have been more or 
lis intereated, liberal, or prejudiced. Baut ir the writer might pre- 
luan- to give sn opinion on this tubject, atter as much intercourte 

A Pause =. 


t Apendix, A. Nun. LV. paze 2-7. 
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and acquaintance with them, as perhaps any fervant of the Englijb 
Company ever had, he would venture to pronounce the Armenians 
in Jadia to be a fober, induftrious, honel. and peaceable fet of 
merchants, from whom the Company might have continued to 
reap the greateft advantages, if their abilities, as the beft practical 
merchants there, had not interfered with the felf-interefted views 
ofthe Company’s chief fervants, and thereby excited their jealoufy 
and refentment. | 

With refpect to the A menians, Gregore Cojamaul, Jobannes Padre 
Refael, Meicomb Philip, and IVuſcan Efepkan, who were caufed to 
be fuddenly feized, and ignominioufly confined for feveral months 
by Governor Vere/? and the Selet Committee of Bengal, unaccufed 
and unheard; various were the pleas that were afterwards urged in 
attempting to juftity fuch illegal and cruel imprifonments ; as may 
be feen at large by the documents * already referred to in the Ap- 
pendix, under the Letter E. 

Among other frivolous pretences, it was alleged, that they were 
of a tribe of a bad cafè; that they acted as agents or goma/lahs 
tor William Bolts in carrying on his trade ; and that the trade 
which Bo/ts carried on through their means was illegal and detri- 
mental to the Company. 

sf the defcendants of ancient families of eminent merchants, ho- 
nourably profecuting trade by the laborious exertions of induftry, 
merit fuch reproach ; under what TRIBE oR CAST fhall we rank their 
accufers? But itis not leis inconceivable, how it could be criminal 
for thofe gentlemen to aét as agents for the writer, in a country 
where there was no law or prohibition to the contrary, than it 
would be difficult to conceive, how fuch a prohibition could have 
been founded on the ufages of Hindofan, the laws of nature, or of 
nations, of God, or of man. Where they retided, they were efta- 
blifhed as merchants, like many other Armenians, trading on their 
own bottoms; and while they were tranfaéting their own affairs, 
it could not be criminal in ‘them to tranfaét whatever bulinefs they 
chofe, on commiffion, for other perfons; fubje& to, and in con- 
formity with the laws and ufages of the country. 

‘The trade which they had carried on for account of the Writer, 
in the provinces of Owd and I//ahabad, was fo carried on with the 
entire confent, approbation, and perwdnahs of the Princes of the 
country, to whom he paid the duties they required. So far it was 








* Sce particularly Num. XCII. page 423 of the Appendix. 
furcly 
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furely legal; and if in any other refpect it could be proved tilegal. 
the parties thereby injured, if any fuch cnifted, Lad their legal rec- 
courfe for redrets. Enough hath already been faid in pages ar and 
42 of the nature of the writer’s trade in thofe provinces, to prove 
it to have been extremely benciicial to the conmmunity 3; and if it 
be riecefiary to adduce any further proofs in fupport of this pofition, 
we have not only the evidence of the * Refident at the Duréir, but 
even of the Court of £a/f? Inara Dircétors + tacmiclves, to fhew 
that the trade fo carried on with S#jab al Dewlah’s dominions was 
deemed highly beneficial to the Company, and to their tubjugatcd 
provinces in Bengal. 

The Governor and Council, aware of the imbecility of fuch 
charges, thought it fafeft to ftand upon their political ground, and 
therefore, as guardians of the Company’s pofleffions, they boldly 
afferted, that thefe Armenians were difcowered in Carrying on intrigues 
at the Court of the Nabob Sujah al Dowssh, of the moft dangerous 
tendency to government, at a crifis when that Nabob’s actions 
afforded them the greateft reafon for miftruft. 

Notwithftanding fuch bold affertions, and that fix years have 
elapfed fince the imprifonment of the unhappy <dérmenians, thoit 
gentlemen have never offered to give one inftance of any of the in- 
trigues which they bad difcovered them to have carried ^n at the 
Nabob’s Court. Had there been the {malleft foundation ii truth 
for fuch a charge, the writer would have been the lait man to 
ftand forth their advocate. But the truth is, that two ot thofe who 
were imprifoned under fuch pretences, had then never becn within 
one hundred miles of any fuch Court.—And with reipect to the 
apprchentions which the Prefident and Council affect to have cn- 
tertuined of Sujah al Dowlah’s ‘icitile conduét, at the time when 
the @wientans were iteized and expelled his country, they appear 
{ftampt with the infamy of falfhood from their own 7} records. 

But although it hath been fulix proved, in the third chapter, 
that thefe imprifonments were not the optional acts of the Jains 
Princes themflelves, as aflerted by the Prefident and Courwii of H.i- 

wi, in their letter to the Directors already cited, it will not be 
improper, in this place, briefly to contider the augufi and oredepo- 





* Appendix Num. LXV. page 397. 
+ Ibid. Nui. ACIU. page 424. 
+ Ibid. E. Num. XVIII. page 363, and A. Num. XL. page 19:- 


egn —— 
I s.i —4 as 





148 CONSIDERATIONS ON 


deat fituations in which thof Princes Rood with refpect to the 
Company and their fervants, at the time of thole cruel trantactions. 
In the year 1768, the Nabob Sxjuh al Detelah, who, only three 
years before, had been conguered 3 whofe dominions had been di- 
vided; who had furrendcred himitelf as a prifoner ; and who had 
been reftored tò only a part of his country, by the fervants of-the 
Company, while they kept an army near him, more formidable 
than that with which Col. Munro beat him at Burar, on the 23d OF 
1764, when inthe meridian of his glory, and joined by Cefn .d/y 
AKhewenr; was not certainly in fuch an independent fituation as to dare 
to refift any order or reguef, in Which the Prefident of Ca/crtta had 
really freten himfelf ferious, for the tmprifonment or expultion of any un- 
protected merchants within thoile provinces of — he might fo 
ealily have beeh ditpoticfied bv the government of Ca/centta. Mauch leis 
could it, with truth, be alleged that Bufwantfng, his tributary 
Rajah, whofe Zemindary had been firft taken for the Company ; 
then reftored, and his pofileffion, under a fixed annual revenue, 
guaranti-d to him by their fervants, was in a {tate of independence 
"ar nemnd. T he ftyle of Mr. J’ere/f#’s letters * to him, and the 


i . Vakeel met with + at Calcutta, fully expoie the ridi- 
w ® ArerCHECG; 
ie.” `- abobs through whom the prifoners were afterwards 
vee. tt 4.2 th: provinces of Bahar and Bengal, their high fitua- 
.* v i appear from the confideration of the following facts, 


ca by the records of the Company. 

a Friv 1765, the Nabob of Bezgal, in confideration of an annual 
~..fnd, agreed with f Mr. Francis Sykes to throw all the affairs of 
government into the hands of fuch perfons as fhould be appointed 

y the Prefident and Select Committee. at Calcutta; among whom, 
Nr. Sres, their Refident at the Durbar, was the chief. In their 
procecdings § of the 18th September 1765, the Committee. acknow- 
ledged, that the Company were come into the place of she country- 
government; and on the 3d September 1766, they further threw otf 
the difguite, yoy declaring, || that they were become the Sovercigns 


* Appendix E. Num. XVI. page 361. Num. LXXVII., page 408. and Num. 
LXXXVI. pe 417. 

+ Ibid. page 415. 

t See Mr. Syrke's's letter of the 28th Fuly 1765 to the Seleét Committee. Canfidere- 
ficus, &c. vol. I. Appendix, pape 136. 

§ Prefent, Lord Chive, Mr. Summer, General Carnac, Mr. Feret, and Mr. Sykes. 

I Ata Committee, prefent, Lord Clive, General Carnac, and Mr. / erci?. 

im 
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in adie. At their meeting of the * 31f{t December 1766, they actu- 
ally regulated the falaries that were to be received by Mahbommed Resa 
Khan at Murfhedasad, the Rajah Shetabroy at Patna, and other 
GREAT MINISTERS; to whom, although it was acknowledged that 
nothing remained but the name and fhadow of authority, yet the 
Committee refolved + that it was neceflary they fhould /eem to vene- 
rate that name and that fhadow : in confequence of which plan, Mr. 
Sites was directed by the {f Committee, never to make the Company 
appear as principals in any act of government. 

In further fupport ofthis fyitem, on quitting the chair of Bengal, 
Prefident J’ere/? alio {ftrenuoufly recommended it to the Secret Com- 
mittce to puritue || ‘* a delicate conduct in fcrupuloufly obferving every 
s< form that could indicdte apparent dependance,” upon tnefe Nabobs 
and Minifters. And indeed, this fyftem was fo ferupuloufly purfued 
that the Court of Directors, tired of the iniquities that were practited 
under {o convenient a difguite, although they had at firft § approved 
of the tyitem, out of their great veneration for the authority which 
eftablithed it, were at laft induccd to difmifs ZF the GREAT Mahom- 
med Resa Khawn hinielf, who, in confequence of their orders, was 
brought down as a prifoner to Calcutta, to render an account of urs 
MAL-ADMINISTRATION. 

From thefe facts, it appears, incontrovertibly, that fince tise year 
1765, the Nabobs of Bengal and Bahar have been, as they ftill con- 
tinue, no other than the mere Collectors of the Revenues under the 
Company’s ruling Servants, and the convenient cloaks for any iniquity 
they choofe to practife. By the proceedings of the bench of Ca/cutta 
Juitices, on the 8th September 1766, it hath been already ** fhewn, 
that Governor Verelſt and his Council, who were the only Juftices 
there, had unanimoufly declared tliesanfelves to be not amenable to 
the Brit Courts of Juſtice in Judia, for any opprefiions there com- 
mitted. We have alio fhewn, that they paid no attention to the ap- 
plications repeatedly made to them on behalf of thofe Mir menians > 
but, cn the contrary, that they had publifhed an ediét which effec- 


* Prefent, Lord Clive, Mr. Ferci?, General Carnac, and Mr. Sykes. 
+ Proceedings of the Committee upon Lord Clive’s letter of the 16th January 1767. 
} Sce Appendix A. Num. XXXII. page 168. 
| In his minute of the 15th December 176y. See alfo his farewell-letter on this fub- 
ject, Appendix A. Num. XLIV. page 212. 
§ Ibid. Num. XXXI. page 166. 
q Ibid. page 264. 
** Appendix A. Num, XX. page 126. 
tually 
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tually prevented them from fecuring thcir effeéts, or * returning to 
their habitations, families, and bufinefs. In fuch circumftances, 
there was confcquently no profpect of redrefs or fatisfaction, but from 
the laws in Great Britain. | 

Deprived of all hopes of ever recovering their property, and en- 
couraged by the fame of the moft equitable laws on earth, two of 
thofe Armenians, Cogee Gregore Cojamaul and Cogee Jobannes Padre 
Rafael, therefore, refolved to come to England. Had their retolu- 
tions been known before they embarked, they were apprehentive 
they might again have bcen turned over to the tool of a Nabob for 
obftrudction in their defign. On this account, they privately procured 
their paffages in a Dutch fhip; left Calcutta in January 1769, and 
embarked for England in quett of juftice: while the other two {ent 
their powers of attorney for the fame purpofe. 

With thefe facts before him, can the impartial reader reftrain his. 
indignation, when he reads the following words, ufed by Mr. Feret, 
on thefe fubjeéts? * Inftead of — Cogee Gregore and Fchannes 
< Padre Rafael, as they dzferved, fuch was the le lenity of our go- 
<< yvernment that they immediately received their liberty, and every 
se affero: +. offered to colle& their effets; an affiftance probably 
Sgn: they chofe to depart for Europe.” + 

“Pb ss asc: “rmentan merchants, who, in their expeditien from 
dama iG no worldly dependance, but on the famed humanity and 
quttie- of the Britifs nation, and the perfection of their laws, arrived 
in Exg/land in the month of 4uguff 1769; and on the 12th September 
fullowing prefented an humble f petition to the Court of Faff Indra 
Direétors : who did not think proper to give them any {fatisfaction 
thereupon, although they were io convinced of the injuftice that 
had been done to them, as afterwards to |} blame their Governor 
and Council for zot having accommodated the affair in Bengal. 

Unable to obtain from the Dire€tors even fo much as an an{wer to 
their petition, after patiently waiting the arrival of their opprefiors 
from fay in the month of November 1770, they brought their 
a€tions for damages, in the Court of Common Pleas, againft Go- 


= Appendix E. Num. LXX. page 403. See alfo the affidavit of Gabrizl Johannes, 
ibid. page 409, and an extract of a letter from the fame perfon, relative to a fecond im- 
prifonment of Cogee Wufcan Effephan, by Captain Gabriel Harper, ibid. Number XC. 
page 422. 

+ Ferel/f’s View, page 41. 

t Appendix E. Num. LXXXIX. page 419. 

y Ibid. Num. XCI. page 422. 
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vernor Jere}? and General Smith, who pleaded the general iuc, 
"= NOT GUILTY. 

But before thofe actions could be brought to a determination, the 
affairs of the Ef Inta Company appeared likely to become an object 
of parliamentary inquiry. Seting the verv little attention that was 

aid to their complaints, by the Court of £7? Fidia Direétors, who, 
be every ungenerous exertion of power and artifice, fupported the 
tyranny of their fervants, the -wennm merchants had the greate{t 
feafon to apprehend, in the then fituation of the Company’s goverir- 
ment, that when they returned to Jadia, their perfons, property, 
and families, as well as thofe of the reft of their nation, would be 
expoted to greater dangers and hardfhips than they had already ex- 
perienced, from their having applied for juftice in Fue¢land. Coja- 
mul, therefore, on the 28th February 1772, prefented, on behalf 
ot himfelf and others, * a petition to the Honourable the Commons 
of Great Britain in Parliament afiembled ; in which he prayed them 
to take the cate into confideration, and grant fuch relief, with re{pect 
to the future fecurity of perions,and property in Bengal, as might 
feem meet to the wifdom of their Horourable Houfe. 

This petition was ordered to lie on the table, in the ufual forrn, 
and a Committee of the Houfe, contitting of -+ thirty-one members, 
being on the 16th of April 1772 choten by ballot, * to ing™ire into 
** the mature, ftate, and condition of the Fa? Indit Company and of 
“© the Brit affairs in the E-z? Licles,”? it was, on a fubfeguent dav, 
ordered to be referred to their contideration. 

On prefenting this petition to Parliament, he had been informed, 
that the Court of Laff Indi Directors, having officially trantimitred 
his memorial of the 12th of September 1769, to their Pretident ond 
Council at Benga/, had received from them ‘a full and explicit anfwer, 
with fpecific charges againit him. Prefuming, therefore, that the 
Directors were cqually inclined to blame their fervants, when culpa- 
ble, as to defend them, when innocent; and that the protection of 
the inhabitants of Bengal was a principal object in their vicw, Cohr- 
mau! humbly J requetted the Court wouid be pleated to fi'rnith him 
with copies of fuch charges. But the evafion, ond even falify ot the 
I aníwer which was tranfimitted to him on this ceeafon, will lon 
remain an indelible ftain of reproach on that Court. Still tuppertines 


* Appendix E. Nom. XCIV. page 425., 

t Journals of the Houfe of Commons, vol, XNXII pree -o 
t Appendix Ee Num., ACV. pase agih 

I Ibid; Dum. ACV. pare 227. 
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the iniquitous proceedings of their Prefident and Council of B.: ngal, 
— Involving the 2f-wearq merchants in quettions, which, thoveh 

se thould admit they might potitbly fubtiit between the Company 
aad the writer, were fuch as thote gentlemen could have no cortcern 
with; it appeared, as if — the a agent, or the friend oft eran 
Bats, was deemed a fufficient reaton, in the eves or the Honourable 
Court of Directors, tor the eppreflion or ruin of any man whom 
oever. 

Every thing alleged in Mr. Cyamauls petition to the Houle of 
Commons was fully proved before the Commiittce ; sho, having 
examined into its merits, on account of the T ot the icalon, 
and the importance of the fubject, bogged leave to lay before the 
Elouic, as their * report, the whole of the evidence, as 1t flood vn 
their proceedings; which was likewite formally ordered to lie on- 
the table. 

It is not improbable that the little attention paid to this petition 
and report, which were left upon the table, was owing to the preju- 
dices that hgd been induttrioufly propagated by the Lewy? Didi gentle- 
men and th: connexions; that thote cdlrmenian merchants were the 


agents. .. = 4 ws, of J Miam Belts, in the lowett icnie of the 
Wor), o° their complaints proceeded wholly trom faction, 
c ee as principally inte reited, having been particularly 
dex. q as ** View, 20 mM luchan idea on the minds of 
Jer Pau n order to divert their attantion from his opprefiion of 
risie œ -Cent merchants; hath rendered it neceflary, that the reader 
ʻe d we perfectly acquainted with the meaning of the word ga- 


“al Bengal, and particularly among the Eng/yh, the word gomaffah 
13 confined, in a partial ienie, to thote Hindecs who are ient by the 
Company’s fervants into the inland-country, turnifhed with dufiucks, 
to buy or fell goods, on ttipulated monthly wages; without drawing 
commiufiion, or havi ing the liberty to trade on their own account. But 
among the natives of Hindofan, in the more general acceptation, the 
word gomafah is indiicriminately uicd for every fort of repreientative, 
or agent $ from the an:baffador down to the merechant’s clerk, or 
even the foreman of aniinutactery. Thus, inthe Firmauns granted 
to the Company by the Emperor at Def/v, even the Engli deputies, 
who were ient from Caleutta on that occafion, are deicribed by the 
appellation of + gomapans of the Englith Compuny. 


Journals of the Houle of Commons, vol. XXXIII. pages 914 to Q44. 
+ Ibid. page 856. 
Š AIr. 
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Mr. Voerelſt, triumphantly exulting in his own impofition on the 
Public, has, on this oceation the following words: = ** It is alio 
“worthy notice, that onc of Mr. Hare’s agents at this time, in 
“< Bulwartfing’s country, was the very Armentan (Cogee Gregore) that 
“ Mr. Balts allo employed, and has fince inffigated to come to England, 
to fupport, with others, his own profecutions, by a pretended ac- 
cumulation of grievances: an Armenian who has endeavoured to 
impoſe a belief before the Committee of the Eloufe of Commons, 
“* that he never acted as an Engli/fh gomattah or agent, in Bulwant- 
+ finge’s dominions.—Such is the credit due to ARMENIAN FAITH !” 

This Armenian gentleman, however, as well as the others, was 
really quite independent of the writer, and then refident within the 
territories of a Prince who would have been alfo independent, if the 
treaties or public agreements made by the fervants of the Eaf India 
Company could have been relied on to make him fo. In the Beng. 
acceptation of the word, Mr.Cojamaul, therefore, was no more the 
writer's gomaflah than Mr. Cartier, Mr. Rumbcld, and many other 
gentlemen or the higheft rank in the Company’s fervice had been, 
who had difpofed of the largeft confignments from him, and been 
deeply concerned with him in trade, when they found it for their 
intere{t. His acting, at the fame time, for Mr. Hare, and other 
perfons, was allo a convincing proof of this affertion. He had ac- 
knowledged, in his memorial to the Esaf India Directors, as well 
as in his evidence before the Committee, that he had tranfacted bufi- 
nefs as an agent for Exg/i/h gentlemen; but he very juftly faid, ac- 
cording to his true idea of the word, that he did not aét as az Enge- 
líh gomaffah; and he explains it fully in his evidence, + ‘** zbat he 
“ did not trade by Englith authority, but paid duties as a merchant, 
WHICH WAS A CHARACTER GF MORE RESPECT.” The candid 
reader will judge, from this quibble of Mr. Vere/?, on a word in the 
mouth of a foreigner, and from the other evidence before him, whe- 
ther moft credit is due to the Arwen. merchant’s, or to the Lne/jh 
Governor’s FAITH. : 

The opprefied Armenian merchants, although equally as ditgufted 
at the ineffectuality of all their applications to obtain fecurity againil 


= 7 = =. a - > _—_ = 
tuture injuries, as tired at the delay they had experienced in teekiny 


— 


fatisfaction for their paft loſſes and fufterings, in a country where 
they had imagined juitice was fo cafily attainable, {till continued 


66 


* See his note, Appendix, page 189. 
t Journals, vol. XXXII. pages 916 and o18., 
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elated with the moft fanguine expeétations from the ‘favourable ver- 
dicts of an impartial Exg///b jury. They, therefore, direéted their 
whole attention tothe obtaining of the fpcedy determinations of their 
actions in the Court of Common Pleas; which were fet down for 
trial in May 1773: the parties on the 18th of that month having 
actually joined in ftriking a {pecial jury, in order for the trial of 
Efiephan’s caute, during the fittings after term. 

To convince a geherous people, how improbable it is, that a Go- 
vernor and Council in zdra thould be guilty of any oppreffions or 
illegal exertions of power, Mr. Vere/?, in his.publication now under 
our confideration, affures them, * ‘** 7# 7s utterly incredible, that thefe 
«< gentlemen would rifgque their cwn fortunes by an ač which mufi come 
s before an — jury; from whom + ‘** the experience of every 
«< day evinces, that an innocent and injured man would obtain ample com- 
< penfation.’— Governors who fhould conduét themfelves by princi- 
ples of injuftice, and wantonly abufe their authority, he tells us, 
+ «c vould not only be compelled to make full — to the injured 
< individual, but would, by their punifhment, come fevere examples, 
<< to prevent the commiffion of like crimes in future; and an Exglifb 
jury woulc +‘ eagerly redrefs their fellow-citizen, and VINDICATE 
ta -HE sacri CF HUMAN KIND.” 
as? gepers Lor ere /2, who left Bengal in the month of January 1770, 
Bs cuca Snb, who left it in December preceding, were both 
® cil siaform.ed, very early in the year 1769, that Mr.Cojamau/ and 
Mr. Rafael had embarked for England, in order to obtain juftice, by 
profecutions, for the damages which they had fuftained, in confe- 
quence of the oppreffions and imprifonments which they had fuffered. 

In the year 1771, Mr. Vere/fi, being chofen a Director of the Eaf# 
India Company, had, of courte, free aecefs to all papers and records 
in the India Houfe; and during the year 1772, when out of the Di- 
rection, he, as well as the perfons employed by him to compile his 
View of the Bengal Government, which we have juft quoted, were 
allowed the fame accefs, for ferving the purpofes of that farth/ul com- 
pilation ; a material part of which was apparently calculated to injure 
the caufes of thofe very opprefied Armensans. 

In ſuch circumittances, with tuch advantages, and after the expi- 
ration of fo long a period of time, the candid reader will not, cer- 


* Ferels View, Se. page 5. 
| Ibid. page 13. 
+ Ibid. page 14. 
į Ibid. page is. * 
tainly, 
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tainly, have fufpcéted, that the cetendants could have anv reatonable 
caute for putting off the trials of actions to which they had pleaded 
NoT GUILTY: much lefs will his honcit mind hary. conceived, that 
Governor Fere/# thould be the firft man to thrink back, in his own 
caule, trom the determination of a jury of his fellow-citizens, whom 
he had to juitly deteribed. Neverthelets, the attorney for the do- 
fendants in thetfe caufes appeared in Court. on the 2oth of Arr 1 Er 
and /wore, ¥ ** that he apprehended and believed the defendants: 
s% could not be properly prepared for trial at the fittings after the 

term, it being neceflary, in his judgment and belief, to make 
fearch and examination into the books and records otf the bia? Didia 
Company, which, as he apprchended, would require a great deal 
of time, and could not be done with due attention, 1b as to be 
‘t pared tor trial at the faid fittings.” On the fame dav, General 
Smith \ikewite appeared, and fwore, that + ** Gadric! Lupe Eig; 
** then abroad, he believed was a moit material witneis, without 
whote teftiumony he could not fately proceed to the trial of the 
caule; and that by the letters which he, Smith, had received fron 
‘“ the faid Harper, he had grèat reaton to believe he would return 
‘ to England in the courte of the entuing italon :” although Cap- 


ct 
<¢ 


éé 


E ci 


ce 


tain Harper, having been a principal in the imprifonment of thote 
Armenian merchants, if he had arrived within the jurifdiSson of the 
Britifh Courts, would have been made a party to the actions, and, 
therefore, could not be admitted as a eurine/s. 

On theie affidavits, the Court of Common Pleas put off the trial 
to the following term, which commenced the 11th, and ended on 
the 30th of June 1773. But on the 16th of June, Governor Verea 
filed three very long bills in the Court of Exchequer; one againſt 
Mufcan Efephan, abſent in India, and one againit each of the other 
Armenian merchants, Cojamaul and Rafae/, then in england; in 
which he fought a ditcovery from the parties, on oath, ceherber be 
was not yuftified in what he had dene; and prayed, that injunctions 
might be granted to ttop the.proceedings on the actions depending in 
the Court of Common Pleas, until the tettimony of witncilés, par- 
ticularly ef the Nabs Sujah al Dowlah, am? zber Indian 2 inces, 


could be had from Jvd@i7, under a comniittion to be ifucd out of that 
Court. 


* Sce the afidavit of Mr. Jha Slirrew, Appenix B. Num. XCVII. page 429. 
T See the affidavit of Ri bard Smith, Eig: ii). 
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If the Princes in Sadia, whote evidence had become neceflary for 
Governor Fere/?, to prove himiclt ** Nor GUILTY, were indepen- 
dent Princes, as well might a Brith Court ot Juftice expect tefti- 
mony, on oath, from his Majectty of Prefer; and if thev were de- 
pendent, and, at the pleature of the Directors or other fervants of the 
fig? Inari Company, liable to be deprived of their pofts; of the an- 
neal ftipends allotted to them; or of the territories over which thev 
ace placed tarcically” to pretide : equailv obvious muft be the conte-> 
quences “Phe anfwer from Efleptan, whote cate, as Mr. ered? well 
Krew, was exadily the fame with Rafuel’s, if deemed neceflary by 
the Court, in fuch circumftances, could not be had, but under zn 
exprets commiſfſion to be tent to utia. To the other two bills, al- 
though very lang, and the time allowed by law for aniwering was 
only cight devs, Meflrs. Cojamanl and Rafael refpectively put in full 
ang epexceptionable anfwers ; and Governor Vere having filed his 
rophestion on the oth July 1773, thefe caufes were again at iflue. 

But to tupport the equity of his bill againit the abient Elephan, in 
order to obtain the injunction fought, Mr. J ¢re/? alo appeared in 
Court, on the 25th of June 1773, aid /wore, * ** that his bill was 
‘+ not filed with a vexatious intent, or merely to delay the trial at 
** law, but for a difcovery of the matters, and to authenticate the 
“© teveral public acts particularly mentioned therein, by an exami- 
“nation of many of the witnefies therein named ; that he verily be- 
« lieved the action at law was brought againit him for matiers íup- 
ss pofed to be done by him in the Ez Indies, acting in his public 
“< capacity, as Governor ot Bengal; that the damages laid in the de- 
‘s claration were twenty thoufand pounds, and that many facts and 
« circumitances, material for his DEFENCE on the trial, were only 
s in the Knowledge of the perfons mentioned in his bill, refidcnts in 
‘© the Ea Indies, the benefit of whote teftimony he could not have 
“o without a commmiflion ; under which he verilv belicved he thould 
*s be able to have the depotitions taken of many of the perfons named 
“Soin Ms bill, and pavticularly Gf the feweral Princes cf the COUMIIN, IH 
“So amity andaiinince with the Fatt India C om pany, IN eehafe — IES 
“© the facts and circumfances happened; and that without their tecili- 
“ mony, he verily believed be could not ritke a full and proper DE- 
it FENCE, on the trial of the laid action.” 

Yet, on {fuch procceding’s and athidavits, the Court of Exchequer, 
bound, as it feems, by the ftrict letter of the law, or the citablithed 


* Sce the affidavit of flarry leret, Efq; Appendix E. Num. XCIX. page 420. i 
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practice of the Court, were forced to grant a writ of injunction to 
itop the proceedings on the action brought by Z ufo I: Bephan in the 
Court of Commen Pleas, until a full anfwer could be had from the 
plaintiff in the z? Dives > and in the cautes of the two other rme- 
nian me oe who had put in full and unexceptionable anfſwors, 
comuniffions were likewite + granted for the examination of wilineles 
iN UXDIAs 

Atter fo much fruitlefs expence of time and moncy, the cautes, 
for the profecution of which thote injured - ‘yiatics came over from 
India to Englnd, were hereby likely to be kept for vears undecided. 
For fuch delay, an extentive field Hay open, from the obftruétions 
that might be contrived; betides the chances againft the plaintiffs, 
from deaths and other accidents: and betides the dit advantages which 
would naturally attend them in the exccution of thote commifiions, 
under the DOUBLE- -GOVERNMENT in Bengal, as hath been more 
particularly fthewn in * the firtt part of this work. 

Let the humane reader, then, here contemplate the diftrefsful 
fituations to which thefe fatis were reduced, in attempting to ob- 
tain juftice from the fo highly boafted laws or Iknelind, tor the wortt 
of opprefiions futtered in Finde an, from the exceties of tvranny and 

vapine, praétifed under a treacherous ditguife, by a lawle ts oligay chy 
of trading and military adventurers, inthe characters of f€rvants to a 
comunercial community.—T hev had however one refource ver lett, — 
that of an appeal to the Right Honourable the Houte of Lords; ef 
which they availed themtelves. But, exhauttd alike in patience 
and in purte, with fuch a melancholy profpect Ix fore them of—im- 
meniurable delay, from what they were told was the lenient indul- 
gence of law-practice in this country, one of tian, in defpair, had 
actually departed the kingdom, lamienting: the in Hicacy of bis appli- 
cations for juftice, and the improbability: th: it ap peired of his being: 


ever able to obtain it; while the other was meurnrully prepa ring to 
tollow him. 

On the zıt Fune 74, thefe appeals came on before the Lords, 
when the Right AREA Lord ET iw. tome vety Itriking 


obiervations on the too-indifcriminate rule of granting injunctions on 
the allegations of plaintiffs in the firit flanes of cautes tu equity. — 
His Lordfhip remarked, that, in many inſtances, this practics, 
which it was too much the inte cut of folicitors to fupport, was totally 


™ See a copy of this writ, Appendix E. Num. C. paige 431. 
+ Appendix E. Num, Ci. page 432. 
$t Confiderations, S'o. vei. i. page 8. 
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fubverfive of juftice ; as in any fuit brought by a forciensr. ev 
the cleareft ground, tech as bills ot exchange and pomtcies of “if srance. 
the detendant might tile a bills; infert therein as manv tehiri s as he 
thought proper 3 itate the trantadction to have happened Mm awhetct ee 
country he pleated 3; and by iwearing that without the torimiooy of 
the witnedies named in his bill, he could not farely procces! to trial: 


= 


obtain, as a matter of courfe, a comunifiion to exnmine the truth: of 
his allegations, whtth might never be cxecuted. It wes alin ob- 
derved by his Lordihip, that the fole ufe of the commijiions obteined 
m thete caules appeared to be deliv; and that the motives for this 
delay were exactly the fame as thoit of aman who, te etape tnne- 
diate danger trom a tvrant-king, undertook to teach a doe Lansa m 
three years, on.spain of death; and who, on his friends coniuring 
the abturdityv of his cngagement, urged that he had thereby eclned 
three chances of efcaping 3; as, before the expiration of the time, the 
king might die, the dog might die, or he might dic. 

The Right Honourable Lord High Chancellor -tpjley ttrongly 
corroborated the Lord Mansfeld’ s opinions; and obterved, that as the 
Brit: Empire was now extended to every part of the globe, it be- 
came of the higheit contequence, that on all applications for com- 
miffions to examine witnetics abroad, the Courts thould minutely 
examine inco the merits of tuch applications :—that in the cautra thon 
before the Houte, there were no grounds tor granting the commit 
fions :—that as the refpondents, by the plea of NOT GUILL TY. had 
confined themiclves to the fact, and the cus preband? lay intircly 
upon the appellants, no plea of juftification could be admitted; and 
as the books and orders of the Pretident and Council of Cuoveusnz, as 
well as many gentlemen pertectly acquainted with the facts and na- 
ture of the cates, were then in ELveArnd 3 every thing that could pot- 
fibly be urged in mitigation of damages, might be produced on the 
trials, in as fatistactory a manner, as if the commiflions had bcen 
actually executed. 

Atter theie debates, the Lords were pleated unanimoufly to reverfe 
the orders of the Court on which the injunctions had itfucd, andthe 
plaintitts Cepjrmrn!d and Rafc! were again‘at liberty to proceed to the 
trial ot their actions. This righteous decree of the iupreme Court 
of Baruh Judicature at once ditpelled the detpondency of the Aemme- 
zian Auitors, and intpired them with new hopes of juttice. BRiuzferel 
returned trom Venice 3 and on the 12th and 15th of Decemfyr 1>> 4, 
the two-cauites at lait came on in the Common Pleas, bcfore the 

rd Chief Juttice De Grey and a {pecial Jury. 
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If the plaintiſts had been guilty of any malprectices er miitdemieca- 
nours, in the courte of their tranfadlions, it is not to be fuppoted, 
confitiently with the power and authority ot the men concerned in 
thete kuprhonments, that, after fo manv vears had clepted, their 
Crimes would not have been found out and aex pold on theie trials- 
However, none luch appeared. The — Couniel ter the deten- 
dants collad no avitnetiess but, as is cuttomary on fush oceshon-:, 
COnansd thamitlves to the exercito of their Ingenuity h, hore the — 
11 atten: tne to juititv their bountitul clients, 2nd de Er CLIT. their 
Gppsscnts., L hev rettcd their apology tor thie defadants on whet 
had beon fucectted by the Preotidcnr am! Council of Cy airn as Cn- 
tered on this ‘Company’ S records 3 every leg ations Wheroot hath Doen 
fully noticed and refuted in thete ihust T he incontiftencics of 
thoic me.tences naturally reduced themi to the alnurditics of atlerting, 
in one breath, that Sujah ef Desa sens on independent Prince: 
policiing arinics futficient to thake the power of the af India Com- 
pany 5 ¿nd inthe other breath of alleging, thar, without the inter- 
vention of Nir. Fanne he had not suthority equal to the joe oo t 
of a ümple individual in his own family :=—in one breath, allege 
the plaintiits Were of fuch contequence that they could — the 
Eimpire of ned ian 5 inthe other, to repreient them ib infignisicant 
as to be unw orthy of receiving any comipentation tor damages. 

Bat neither the cle qqucnice of the learned Advocates, nor the {lricl<s: 
of the sadepermdlens Nabobs, could dif at the penctration of the Lord 
Chief Juttice De Grey, or the hone integrity of the Eugt/b Jurors. 

Not to be deceived ‘by Aunivarsuments, the Jury foun — 
asamit Mr. Jere, of tive thoutind pe muds tor the plaintitr Kafe’, 
and of four thoufand pounds tor the plaintur G. wgere. 

It in true that the plaintigs ceuld not bring home their proofs, fo 
as to affect the defendant $2.70, whe, although the original caute 
and initigator of all their ftutterings, uad fo ci utioufly “conducted 
hini it in Jacal, as, on the trial, to = his colleague in the lurch. 
On tnis oCo ation, it was unfortunate fur tles tiat tuire of the prin- 


Cipali wWitucties whom they cil cpm Kad lett atl rez glk ction of the 
traniactions. Sir Rede. y Barkera w — T ommaändyd the army at Lius 
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Mitta! by Ceptain per, Could rot remcmibir ty wwlint means the 


pioneer Came to lim, or kowe he wae dipautchsd to fun; Colonel 


Se Namie Jukes EARS SIs BAG Naim, 
a Arawn s letter to Mer. fcrési, View ui 


CA wil . vy ° 





159 CONSIDERATIONS OWN 


Carls Coosa, who commanded at Patna, where the guards of 
the.pritopers were changed, remembered nothing of the matte? ; and 
Mr. Francis Sykes, the Refident, under whofe directions Mahom- 
sied Rese Khacwn acted, at the Durbar, could only recollect that the 
pliintitts were treated with great humanity, but knew nothing of 
their imprifonment. 

Such were the terminations of thefe long-depending litigations ; 
on which it may be truly faid the Armenian iuitors have been ruined, 
‘although they have gained their caufes: for what compenfation can 
it be deemed for thete gentlemen, after the expiration of fo many 
Years, to receive lets in damages than they would have gained in one 
year, if lett unmolefted to the peaceable enjoyment of their eftates 
and trade in Jadra 5 while a great portion of the fums decreed them 
hath been diiburied in the neccfiary charges of their paflage, and 
their fo long refidence in this expentive country ? 

But the mediocrity of the damages can only be lamented as a mis- 
fortune that muſt attend all fuitors from Jazdia, in firmilar cafes, where 
the proofs of the plaintiff’s loſſes depend wholly upon the evidence of 
Hindoos, who cannot be brought to this country without incurring 
iuch infamy as moft ot them would rather die than fubmit to; as 
hath been more fully fet forth in the firft part of this * work. 

It is furtmer to be lamented, that the laws have yet provided no 
penalties that are adequate to the punifhment of oppreffions com- 
mitted under the pretence of the public good. ‘THe invader of pri- 
vate property, or the public robber, who pretend to no right but 
of force, may by force be repelled, feized, and configned to the 
penal retribution of their crimes; and the lite of the aflaffin may be 
taken in felf-defence. But the greate{t of all offenders, the oppreflor 
who fpreads forth mifery and deftrwction over whole families, by 
the perverfion of authority and the abufe of power, triumphs in the 
fenity of the law, or {ets juftice at defiance under the garb and 
fanction of magiftracy. 


* Corfiderations, Òc. vol. I. page 89. 
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ON the MAL-ADMINISTRATION of JUSTIC® by the late PRE- 
SIDENTS and SELECT COMMITTEES in BENGAL şs with a VIN- 
DICATION of the AUTHOR of CONSIDERATIONS, Ec. from MR. 
VERELST’s MISREPRESENTATIONSsS on that SurjecT: and 
curtory Remarks on the Introductien or the Engi Laws among 


the Indians. 
a eee artful mifreprefentation hath been emploved, by Mr. 

Ferel, to miflead the public, upon the exprets charges 
brought by the author of **ConsIDERA‘TIONS on INDIA AFFAIRS,” 
againtt the late Prefidents and Seleét Committees of Bengal, for 
their wicked adminiftration of juftice, or undue interference with 
the Courts; but particularly in what the writer had = related con- 
cerning the complaint of an Armenian, named P.irfcek ME itfeon, inthe 
Mayor's Court ; thofe of the fdindoos, + Gocul Sonar, and + Ramnaut 
Dafs, and of § Alexander Jephfon, Fig; Unfortunately for Mr. 
Verelf, hewas privcipally comcerned in all thefe-oppreflions; the 
mere knowledge of which, with what hath already appeared frona 
the preis on thofe fubjects, mu make it unneceflary to add mitch 
in this place, for the purpote of a complete expofure of that gentle 
man’s taHactes. The fimple evidence of facts thall, therefore, be 
oppofed to his laboured ittrains’ of fophiftry and declamation; ana 
leave him not one evative fubterfuge. 

In the cafe et PArsEEK ARRATOON, the writer charged twe 
plain facts :—an undue lntertcrence with a Briti/b Court of Juftice, 
on the part-of the Prefident, at Celtattz; and a proftitute com- 
plhance on the part of the Court. This interterence was exprefly 
charged to be, the Pretident’s writing a private detter to the Mavor 
wt Calcutta, then fitting m judgment on a caute, in which he, the 
Prefident, was hiniuelr collateraily intercited; in comtequence wherceot, 
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a fudden fop was put to the decificn by the Court, while the plaintif 
was left without any kind of redreis. : 

To evade thete tacts precituly charged to have happened in Au- 
guft 1768, Mr. Ferel gives an account (View of Bengal, &c. page 
23) of fome tranfactions relative to the caufe which happened at an 
inland Catcherry, or one of the Country Courts, previous to dugu/? 
1765 3 and alo of what happened on a propoted arbitration, atter 
Llusiy? 1768, together with one intended petition (Appendix, page 

74+) which was not made ute of in Auguſt 17683 and another fimi- 
lar petition (Appendix, page 175) of which fome ufe was made on 
the 4th Ziv 1770: none of which circumftances can be applied 
to, much Icts juftifv, the facts charged. The writer af CONSIDE- 
RATIONS, &e. deemed it unneceflary to enter into a minute detail 
of the circumitances of the cate between the plaintiff and the de- 
fendants ; but as Mr. Vere has laboured much in attempting to 
impeach the writer’s veracity upon the fubject. it now becomes re- 
guilite tor him to fay tomething more, in order to remove the cloud 
otf mitrepretentation with which that gentleman has fought to 
obicure the truth. 

It hath been already fhewn, * that in the beginning of June 17 Se 
und before the regulations for the notorious nronopoly of talt were 
made public at Cu/eutta, a fecret partnerfhip was formed between 
Lord Chive, Mr. Sumner, Mr. Kerelf, and Mr. Srkes, for en roiling 
the falt then laying in the hands of private merchants. Tt hath 
alfo been fhewn, + that before Lord C//ae guitted the government 
of Bengal, his fhares of thote falt-adventures, under the nanage- 
ment of Mr. ewj, and likewite his third part of another ialt-ack 
venture, in partnerfhip with General Foka Carnac and Mr. Veret 
were fold by his lLordthip, tor a valuable contideration, to Eo 
Ferel, Francis Svxes, and wllexander Cumphell, Etquires, cach — 
tourth; and to Cheud Ryfel and Thomas Kelir, iguires, each one- 
eighth concern. Upon the departure of Mr. Sune for Engelard 
Mr. Fere}i, with the refit of that gentleman’s concerns, had pur- 
chaled alio his thare in the ialt-adventures, fo that the {uccecedine 
Csovernor of Cweufar, and the Refident at the Drekar had beco 
the principal proprietors in thofe falt-concerns, which were Eerad 
on, among other places, at Mattoun, by the apene of a 
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merchant, named Purfeek drriaicon, filed a bil in the Mayor's 
Court Vir. Zom Lewis and others; who were the agents for 
Metirs. Ferch? and Sykes; tetting forth, that he had a contilerable 
guantity of fale in his warchoutfes at Anas and other places, 
underthe charge of his gomattahs, or agents; and that the fervants 
employed by Mr. Lees tor buying up all the falt in that part of 
the country, had applied to them to fell the complainant’s fait, 
which they declined, having directions from their empiover rot to 
fell it. That thereupon, the tervants of Mr. Lewis told the com- 
plainant’s agents, that the price of falt was twelve annas per maund, 
and throwing down a rupee upon the ground, by way of earneft, 
afterwards intifted the fame was a bargain, and demanded the de- 
livery of the falt. That the complainant’s agents refufed to com- 
ply with this demand, as the price offered them was not more than 
cue-fourth part of what they then expected for his ialt ; whereupon, 
the fervants of Mr. Lezvs broke open the warehoutes, and forcibly 
took the falt away, to the damage of the complainant in the fum 
of current rupees, * 60,4352. 

To this bill the defendant, Mr. Lewis, and Riumfunder, his 
banyan, appeared, and put in their. aniwers; wherein they denied 
the feveral charges contained in the bill; and infifted, that ghe 
matter in difpute having been leit to arbitration, had already been 
determined in favour of Mr. Lewis in a Cutcherry-court, at or 
near Nafteur. To this the complainant filed his replication; the 
defendants rejoined; and the cauſe being at iflue, a great- many 
witneties, who had been prefent at the difputes and controveriies 
between the agents of the complainant and defendants, were exa- 
mined, whofe teftimony fully proved the faéts charged in the bill: 
and by the anfwer of the defendants it alfo appeared, that Governor 
Verei and Mr. Sykes were equal partners with Mr. Lews in the 
pretended purchate. 

Mr. Ferel acknowledges in his + book, that ‘* this affair, in 
‘¢ particular, was entirely under the management of Mr. Levers, 
«© who had an equal intereft therein with himieclf and Mr. Syfes.” 
In his evidence, before the Committee of the Honourable Houte 
of Commons, he has alfo t acknowledged that book to be his writ- 
ang ; and declared = it contained a full account of the affairs relat- 

-,5col. flerling. 
+ View of Bengal, &c. page 22. 
+ Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. III. page +63. 
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ing to Mr. Lewis :” but at the fame time being. afked, ** Whether- 
Nir. Tom Lewss was one of the agents for the partnerfhip ?” he faid, 
No. 

He acknowledges, that fuch was the pretended violence com- 
plained ot by Parfeek dfraioon, as before related; but he infifts, 
that the falt was. * fairly purchafed, and that * the tranfaction 
t {tands above all poffible imputation,” becaufe 7 came before the 
Cutcherry betore-mcattioned, and ‘* an award was. made in favour of 
“ the purchafer.” But he has not infoimed the reader, that 
this Cufcherry was under the power of bis partner, Mr. Sykes; that 
it was there known, that Mer.. Verc/? at Caleutta, and the. Refident 
at the Duréa~, were the ail-powertul .copartners in thts falt-tran- 
faction ;. that their own gomaftahs or dependants were the perfons 
who declared this contracét ta be “ a fair and legal bargain;” and 
that the injuftice tranfacted at that pretended Court, was the foun- 
dation of the Armenians comphaint in Ca/cetta.; although to impofe 
a belief of the equity of this Cutcherry of iniquity, Mr. Verel/f#z 
wrongfully confounds it with the defcription given by. the author 
of Confiderations, &c. of the regulated Jupicraxt Court of Cutcherry 
wi Ca/cutra. 

He acknowledges, that the caufe was at + iflue tn the Mayor’s 
Court, as before defcribed; but he fays, { ‘* the plainutf had 
“ brought the caufe to a hearing upon ex parte depofitions ;”" and 
he excufes himfelf and partners, as perfons § ‘* whe could not be 
“ fuppefed to be acquainted with the forms required, or prefcribed by a 
“ Court of Judicature.” Yet Mr. Kerelji himfelf had been, for 
a confiderable time, one among the Judges of the Mayor’s Court. 

Mr. Vere/# acknowledges, that ‘$ he || wrote a note tothe Mayor ;” 
thinking his character, as well as property aftecéted, and that he 
prefented feveral petitions to the Court on the occafion ;. yet,. as he 
did not appear upon the face of the proceedings, betore the Court, 
as.a defendant, or party, nothing could. be mare unbecoming than 
the Governor's, pretenting fuch note, or joining in tuch petitions, 
except the great indecency ot the Mayor, or the. Court, in. admit- 
mug thein to be taken any notice. of 








* View of Bengal, &c. page 23. 
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He fays, that, at * Avs ciun regue, Petrufe Arratcon did agree to 
an arbicration, and chofe the arbitrators tor a fecond reference 3 
but * diftrufting probably the juftice of his caufe, he wasted to 
%& infert, as a condition, that Avs cstneffes only fhould be heard.” 
But the writer + can prove, that Arratosn only objected to the lav- 
ing before the arbitrators the depoftitions of certain witnefles who 
had been brought from WNatteur after the caufe had been heard, in 
Augu 1768, and which had been. privately taken without an order- 
of the Court, and without his having had an opportunity to crofs-exa- 
muine them.. 

After all, this caufe, the decifion of which was put off in Augufi 
r768, upon the private requeít of Mr. Ferel, who did not appear 
as a party.on the proceedings before the Court, was heard a fecond 
time, in the year 1770, when, even in the Miayor’s Court, the 
plaintiff obtained judgment for the whole of his demand, with in-- 
tereft and cofts of iuit; and the parties have thought proper to 
comply with that fentence, rather than appeal thercfrom to his Ma-- 
jefty in Council. If they had juftice on their tide, and were fo 
much injured by the decree as ‘Mr. Verelf repreients, why did they 
not appeal? And if the writer’s reprefentations of this tranfaction 
were ſo injurious to the Pretident, why did he not vindicate him- 
felf in Bengal, fince his conduc therein was one of ttre charges 
fairly ànd openly brought again{ft him by the writer, in his me- 
morial of the 5th September 1768, on the fpot, where the facts 
could have been fully and eatily aficertained ? 

With refpect to the conduct of the Preiident and Council, in 
their double capacities of .ftupreme Juftices and Secret Commnittee- 
men, tawards the Jadran goldimith, named Gecu/, and the mer- 


* Kerei's View, Oc. page 24. 


+ Extraé? of a letter now in the writer's fefefficn, under the band of Charles- Sealy, Eva; 
Mr. Werelft’s attorney at Law. Dated Calcutta, the 19th December 1769. 


s In the caufe of Paxjeck Arratcon againft Tem Lewis and others, there are the de- 
* positions of Ramſav and Aittuztrainécfe, taken by Mr. Bryer 3; and- the depofition of 
“ Kimo Saran, which I beiiesve mult alio have been taken by Mr. Bryer, as the fame is 
‘« in the hand-writing of one of his clerks, although not figned by hiin. The matter 
“. is about to be fettied by arbitration; but Cegse Fetrufe, who is attorney tor Cogec 
“« Pareet, objects to the above depcfitions coming beore the arbitrators, on account 
& that they were not taken by order of the Court, and that no isterrogatories were tiled 
‘¢ to the witnefies who pave tne fame.” * 

+ Appendix E. Num. MEAL page 512. 
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chant, Renu Daſt, every word relate. Dy the author of * Conf- 
Esnes is {trictly truc; although, by centounding: and intérweav- 
moe the tranlactions of diferent periods, Miro? voei has invoived the 
trath in great intricacv. Neverthelets, the writer, being intimately 
acquainted with their whole conduct in the afthirs, will tind no diff- 
culty im exhibiting the facts clealy to cic view of fuch of his 
readers, as may have the patience to refer to the authorities, and 
attend to the dates herein cited. 

CroculL SONAR’s complaint againtt Nelan was originally made 
to the Grand Jury, at the General Quarter Sefiions, held at Carl- 
citta on the fourth day of March 1767, and this Mr. Jere]? + ac- 
knowledyves. He turther iays, ** when the petition was delivered 
s into Court, it became the duty of the Juices to decide, whe- 
** ther thew had authority to hear the caute. Upon deliberation, 
+e they were all unanimouily of opinion, that a criminal charge 
t between the natives only, did not belong to the juritdiction of 
** the Schons. F Actuated theretore by hex? mst ves, the Juttices 
s ounanimeoutly reterred the complaint of Gacur! Senar to the Court 
“ of Zemiundar, and the butinefs of the Seffions being Uuithed, the 
*¢ Juries were called, and ditmiuffed.” 

The paper in queition was a prefentment, delivered by Gecul 
Sonar to the-Grand Jury, then {worn in, which zever came betore 
the Court. The butinefs of the Grand Jury was to examine into 
the foundation of the complaint, and to find a ¢rue or ditmits 
it, according to the merits proved betore them; and it was the 
duty_of the Judges, not to obitruct the Jurv in that bufinefs. The 
matterewould then have come legally betore the Court; who, as 
Counicl tor the accufed, would have heard his objections to their 
juritdiction. But this prefentment was received through the 
clerk, not officially, but in a private manner, from the hands of 
one of the Jurors, by Mr. Tev, then fitting as Chief Juttice ; 
who, inftead or returning it to the impanclled Jury, for their in- 
quiry, as bound by his duty and oath to do, was pleafed to pocket 
it.— Phere was no deliberation had on the tubject, except a rew 
private whitpers among the Secret Committee-men, then fitting as 
Judges on the Bench, which no man pretent in Court could hear; 
atter Which, in an abrupt and haſty manner, they called and dii- 
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miffed the Juries. But to far was the uneſe of the Semons from 
being tinifhed, that mone was done; although there were fteveral 
Leugiflinen n priton, then waiting their trials, for crimes or mii- 
demeanours. 

As to the Court of Quarter Seifions in Ce vuttaa poffetiing no ju- 
riidiction in criminal charges between the natives only, the Court 
had uniformly exereited tuch juritdiction, trom the tirit promulea- 
tion ot his Majctty’s moit gracious Charter of Juthice. In cates 
between native and native, Mr. Jonjani judicioultly cbviated Mr. 
hereyfa objections, by cauling the petit Jurics to be compoted one 
halt of natives and the other of Lurcfeans Ihe tormer Courts of 
ff? India DireStors, in their initructions for executing the charter, 
had conftantly given orders to their Prefidents and Councils at the 
Brite A[Acttlements in Jada, that ** if a native chutes the decition 
e “Ot as perau by Engle laws, thote, and thote osn/v muit be 


{tance to confirm it, of a man who was tried. condemned, ard 
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is he more fortunate in his ailertio:, that in Grew! Sone sei, the 


Judges were } ntidniniculiy Ot opinon agate duch qiafdictioin 2 hy 
one of thote very righteous § Judges hath declared, lbw tore a Com- 
mittee of the Houte of Commian:, in his evidence Uruk tice cher 
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wr as it then ftood, that * though the Mavor’s Court cannot ex- 
ré ercife jurifdiction over natives, unlefs by contient, the juriidic- 
€ tion of Over and Terminer extends to natives as well as Euro- 
= eats. f 

“The juritdiction, therr or of toe criminal Court of Cutcherrv. 
as exercifed over the natives in Celera, under the denomination of 
the Fowzdarv, or*Zemindar’s Court, contidered centiftently with 
the charter, has ever been whollv illegal. It has, moreover, ever 
been a tyrannical Court; for however convenient to a Prefident, or 
Secret Committeg the power therein exereifed was never any other 
than that of inflicting fines, corporal punifhments, banifhment, 
condemnation to work upon the high-roads in chains, and even 
death, at the arbitrary will of the Deputy, or Deputies of the Pre- 
fident and Members of the Board. Such was the Court of the 
Zemindar, to which Mr. /ere4? tays the Judges at the Brv1jb Court 
«ot Sefiions, or, in -other words, the Prefident and Members of 
Council themfelves, referred the complaint of Gecul 
Sonar; but which Mr. Ffover, the Zemindar, tays toues * del- 
teed to him in the month of March 1767, by the Proyiaent, who de- 
fired bim to cnguire ints it. J 

This co.aplaint was no other than the original information pre- 
nted by Gcal Sonar to the Grand Jury ca the 4/4 March 1767, 
which Mr. Jerej? had pocketed, when he ftuddenly ditmified the 
Juries, in a@rder to fereein the accuſed trem juttice. It hath been 
fhewn in the firft part of this work, that to account for this extra- 
ordinary proceeding, it was reported about the town, that there 
Was a want of formality in the itntorimation, from its not havin 
been tirit given, and fupporteds on oath, betore a Juſtice of the 
Peace ; and that the complaint would be heard and determined by 
the Zemindar. Informed of the objections which were darid to 
have been made againit the formality of the pretentment, and dce- 
termined to teck redreis trom the laws of Exge/imnd only, the com- 
plainant, Gocul Sonar, on the twentreth day of + March 1767, applied 

to 


» Appendix F. parce 477. . 

+ By an error in the printing of the firft part of ‘* Cenfideratisns cn India gf airs,” 
the information of Cau: Sisar was dated the 2əth of Aliy 1767, inftead of tke 
2cth of Marcs 1-67, which has viten Mir. rrey? occafion tor the ingenious doubts 
he has raifed ipape 29) againit the suthemivity of the copy of the informatina 
given by the author of  Confideratisrs,”” page 96. As Mr. Vereyé had free scccis 
to the records 1n the J/adia-Jon,>, if he lad confulted the original papers, but p«r- 
dicularly the writes’s memorial uf tae rath Cctsber 1707, (-ippendix F. pegs 720) 

iz 
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to Mr. Charles Fffsver, who was at that time the acuing Juftice, a3 
well as ‘ZAcmindar, erpre/s/y to receive, as Tuce of Peace, his com- 
plant againtt Nede en, and bind him over to the next {@{Gons. This 
application was inade in pretence of Colon Hach Grant and others, 
as well as of the writer; and Nir. Fjer, after a fharp altercations 
having reluctantly confented to do his duty as a Juttice, ftrictly 
* examined Gscu/ Sonar, with an evidence named Kifo, and {wore 
them to their informations; which he alfo underiigned, in due 
form, as one of his Majefty’s Juftices of the Peace. 

In order to fhew the propriety of the pretended reference of Goeul 
Sonas complaint, from the Court of Seffions to the Court of the 
Zemindar, Mr. Ferec groundlefsty afferts, that the very frw in- 
{tances of punifhment inflicted by the Brith Courts + ** had tpread 
< a‘peneral alarm 5” and for proof thereof he felects a petition of 
minety-five inhabitants upon the cæſe of ene Radhuchurn Metre + who, 
in February 1765, was tricd and condemned to death at the General 
Quarter-lfefhions. The cafe of this man, who had been banyan to 
feveral genthemen in Ca/eutn7, was, that he had forged a codicil to 
a will in his own favour; but being of a rich family and extenfive 
connexions, in order to fave him, ninety-five perfons, chiefly his 
relations and fellow-banyans, were prevailed on to join in a petition 
to the Prefident and Council, who had been his judges; wherein, 
after modeftly fetting ferth, that the culprit had been t «$ rindiched for 
s< and convicted of a crime of which he was intircly innocent,” they 
prayed the board to refpite his execution, until a report of bris caie 
could be made to his Majefty in Eng/end, and his moft gracious mea- 
fure be known thereupon. The petitioners further prayed, thut the 
Enslifh laws, by which they and th-tr countrymen in the Brizh ict- 
tlements were to be tried, might be'tranflated into the Beng? lan- 
guage. So far from having any averfion to the Beith laws, the na- 


he wouid have found'the truc date was the 2eth March 1767. Fortunately for the wri- 
ter’s veracity, this error doth not affect any fact that he has afferted. Butit is more than 
probable that Mr. Pere/i knew this to be an error of the prefs, fince he himif kas given 
Mr. Fyfzycr’s minute ive his Appendix, pze 207} in which the month of arsh is Ipe- 
cified, and was allo the gran.l mover or the proceedings at the Select Cemmirztee on the 
ith April 1707, when the Zewinir’s report oa this matter was takea into tinal conii- 
deration, With refpest to the blenk fete in Mr. Syers fi) minete, io «ray crirticne 
(page 983, of which Mr. Ferel? takes notice, iw his Disto o£ fos Pigs Z2 R was 
left io, perhaps dcfigned!:, in the original minute in Denga., rom which the writer co- 
pied what he has there given the Pu's ic. 

* View of Benzal, page 29. See alfo “fr. = .7’s minute, Appendix F. page +77. 

+ Ibid. page 27.6 | . 

2 Ibid. Appendin, pe 
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tives in general, as far as they were made acquainted with them, 
preterred them to their own in all matters which did not attect their 
religious cuftoms; but particularly the trial by Juries. Ir the Preti- 
dent aud Council neglected to caute tuch tranflations to be made ‘into 
the Bozyazi language, as were necctlary tor the direction of the imha- 
bitants, thev were guilty ot unpardonable neglect of duty, and vio- 
lation of juttice. Jut it mav De iarely afferted, that if the free and 
general fente of e// the inhabitants had been taken, thev would have 
praved to be goyerned by any law whatever, rather than by the un- 
declared will of a Secret Committee, or the arbitrary mandates of a 
Governor. 

The other argument which Mr. Pere]? now urges, for the propri- 
ety of referrine the complaint ot Gecew/ Sonar to the Zemindar, 
* ** becaufe the accufation related to the exercife of judicial autho- 
rity in the. Cuff-cutcherry by Nobvkiijen, aihited by the miniiters of 
4% their religion,” if true, would have appeared with greater propri- 
ety made judicially onthe fpot, when the tranfaction happened. But 
the reader muft not inter trom what Mr. Ferel? has faid, that there 
really exifted in Cu/cutiz a regular legal court, with officers, minifters,. 
and ua ards. celled a CAsSr-CUTCHERRY,-for the determination of 


7758 as rêlated to the religious purity of the + ca/s or tribes 
se se There was then no iuch cufcherry, nor can any re- 
© <ds}. ; duced to prove it’s exiftence; but the adjuftment of the 
— TS > cafis Was a power which, upon the fubverfion of the 


country .overnment, had been afiumed by the Governor of Calcutta, 
and jwa delegated by him to one of his banyans; as in the pretent 


= 7 _ -= = * ” - 
cate it Lad been to Nodbekiffen : a power, as detcribed in the precedin 
— S -. — 
TS ciune, Which is of the moft tremendous contfequence to the Hrndca 
natives in the fettlement, as it gives the Governor and his banvan the 
moit unbounded and pernicious § dominion over them. In the cate 
F à s r Y >” ` * . + ` š = > ng * 
betore us, Gocul Sonais complaint was againit this very wNolevkifien, 


* View of Bangal, page 27. 

t This word is derived from the Partugueze cafa, from which language many other 
words have teen adopted by the Enolpb in Sete. 
$ Confiderations, G's. vol. I. page 83. 

s ialt \ = ERA A e- TE — — s - , ; 

Mie gon bit fubjec k mrw er hermitelt fars í age 142) * The Mahomedan Governors 
és oO yes ake s vantage of this principle, when they want to extort money ; and fo highly 
do aie Hir: S45 value their religous purity, that after they have borne the fevereft cor- 

poral puniihment, rather thau ditcover thir Weslth, a threat of détilement will efict 
what torture his attempted in vain." —IF fech the power of a Matsniedtan Governor 
what might not Be cfifected by the Fagio PreGdent ot Celestia, to Whom all other Go- 
Werpor: in eva are now rubordinare ? 


7 
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who was fuipected and accuted of * crimes which he might have been 
enablea to commit under the cloak or that verv power delegated to 
him by the Governor, which alfo ferved him as a fhelter to fet jut- 
tice at dvilance.—The Zemindar, Mr. Charles Effoyer, was cne of 
the gentlemen lately brought from Madiaſe, who f{carcely under- 
ftood one word of the Bengal language, in which the evidence mutt 
be taken, onan attair that required the moft {crupulous exactneis ; 
while his Jnudrazn interpreters did not poflefs much greater knowledge 
of the Engliſſi, in which it was to be recorded. Confidering, there- 
fore, the power and influence which Nodekifjin potiefled by virtue of 
his various + offices ; the nature of the Zemindar’s Court; the letter 
and fpirit of the King’s Charter of Juftice, and the exprets orders 
made thereupou by the Courts of Directors; there wis no man, but 
much lefs the fuperior tervants of the Company, or his Najeity’s 
Juftices in a Brith fettiement, who, if ** aéfucstted by hone? motives,” 
would have fo referred the complaint of Gocul Sonar, trom a legal 
Jury to the illegal Court of the Zemiundar. | 
Let us now confider the conduét of the Zemindar, Mr. Charles 
Ffloyer, in contequence of this ‘pretended reference. In order to ex- 
plain how he had got rid of the complainant as one of his Majeity’s 
Juftices of the Peace, Mr. Fffever iays, in Ais minute of the fifth of 
November 1767, that he fitigned the depofitions as Juice of the 
Peace, BY MISTAKE, inftead of figning them as Zemindar ; although 
Gocul Sonar’s application was made to him, in the prefence of wit- 
neffles, exprefsly in his capacity of a Juftice of Peace, and no other; 
and although the very information to which he ftubfcribed on the zoth 


* Mr. /’creif fays (page 29) that the witneffes (meaning, it is prefumed, the com- 
plainant Gocul Sonar and his brother Kine) -* fwore to the rafe of their fitter,”” which is 
not fact. In the original depofition (of which the tranflation is given in the Appendix F. 
page +57) the expreffion in the Bengal language was ne/fo cérrité, which fignifies to vio- 
late by depriving of the caff, as well as by the commiifion of a rape; although upon a 
fair trial, it is probable the latter might have been found the crime. 

+ Nebekiffen defcribes himfelt as being in Mr. J crei#'s fervice, and Mr. Vercel? acknow- 
ledges him to have been his Mun/hy or Perfian Secretary, and alio political banvan ot 
banyan to the Select Committee. Sce Appendix A. Num. XXXVI, pages 146 and 1438. 
He alfo fuperintended the collection of feveral confiderable diftri€ts, as well as the affürs 
of the ca/?s of the Hindoos : by virtue of all which there were no bounds to his power 
among the natives. But perhaps, becaufe Mr. J ercJé had another banyan named Gro. 
Chofaul, he afferts (fee his note, page 28) that Nivenifen was not baayan to the Gover- 
nor, in order that the reader fhould from thence infer that this man potetied neither power 
nor influence.—Shou!d we allow the utmoft latitude to this equimerstion, and admit that 
NOBEKISSEN WAS THE POLITICAL BANYAN AND SERVANT OF THE PUBLJU! did he 
not act under the exprefs direétion of the Pretident? 

4 Appendix F. page 477. 
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f 
of Arech 1767, as a Juitice, praved that the party accufed might ve 
bound over to the next eee with which, as Zdmuidar, 
Mr. Ferer could have no butinets. Nether could the pretent:ment 
pocketed by Mr. Ferej?, on the bench, at the Quarter-feilions of the 
ath March 1767, have any connexion with the complaint on oath 
of Gecu! Sonar, taken de nswo by Mr. Fferr on the 2oth ALi 
1-67, and founded exprefsly on the neglect that had been fhewn to 
the former complaint: alzhough, in the minute above referred to, 
Nr. Efever induitrioufly confounds one with the cther. 

Nir. Ferel? has not favoured the Publie with the procecdings faid 
to have been held in contequence ef this matter’s being to reterred 
trom Mir. Fever Jalis of the Peace, to Mr. Ffisyer Lemindar. Bu 
it is.certatm that the complainant Gecu/ Sonar, or any of bis injured 
family, cr therr evidences, were never heard or cxamined in the 
Zemindary Court; mor could they ever obtain any -nformation of 
what was done in confequence of Gsecuw/’s complaint. The Zemin- 
darv proceedings, ir any ever exilio, were kept with as much ie- 
crecy as.thoit of the Frezch Baltile or the Span: Inquifition, every 
perica concerned therein being induftrioufly precluded from any 


kr sar “em, as the reader will perceive on reference to ouz 
. = tre it appears, that upon an application made on 
Be E y . yurpofe by the writer, he was within twenty-four 
a tom. Mr. TAcyer Gemsindar to Mr. illam Ader fey 
soe, F ad from him to Mr. Henry Goodwin ZQemindar 3; which 


iN, in contequence cf the orders he had received from 
“tvs, refuted to communicate to him any part of the pre- 
€enudary proceedings. Neverthelets, Mr. Fvrey? has the 
u> ity to affert betere the Public, that + = had- Mer. Ffever alerted 
a talfhhood, the means of dctectinn were abundant.” ~ 
But, from the conduct of Governor vres and his aflociates, it ap- 
pears that, in their ideas of the adminiitration of juitice, neither the 
Brit:/) (Courts of Qvarter- teMons nor the ν Tere 
fufetent for the determination cf the complaints of Gee Sonar or 
any Other man, Noebchivcr 5 for they 
Gnally trensterred it into their tekeet department, where, under 
Gatns OF tecreey to cach other, the phiinuth was equally precluded 
from obtaining; yuttice., and timintelyes ftecured from Denge detecteck 
sn the anjuitice which thev practited, towards him. The candid reader 


b „ù . T^ 
t View of Fergal, page 29. a! 
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would fearcely pardon us if we did not introduce him, on this oc- 
caion, mto the private recefies of our Celcutte oo and 
Judges. The fecret records, therefore, of the jurio, held on the: 
rSth 74-7) 1765, upon this bufinefs, which have ſince been brought 
co light, are given in our * Appendix,-where the reader will ive 
the moit unprecedented proceedings upon a pretended charge againtt 
Nobechkivei, for the violation of a Brahmin’s + wite, which notwith- 
ftanding it had ro connexion with the comploints of Goeu! Somer 
and Raised Doss, is introduced, and arttully blended with them, 
in vindicntion of the accuted, and to give the appearance of juftice 
to the procecdings of the Select Committee ; who, although com- 
poling only a part of the board, and pofleffing no judicial or legal 
authoritv im the matters before them, dared to proceed in open de- 
fiance to their country’s laws, to pronounce fentences of imprifon- 
ment, t banifthment, and fiagellation, againft perfonms unheard. 

As to the complaint of the merchant RamNavrvr Dass, the op- 
preffions that he tutfered, and which have been flightly mentioned 
in our fecond $ Chapter, commenced in the vear 1765, under the 
government of Lord Circe. The voeriter ** riug it foreign to his 
ae pep ts Feltie” the particulars of this mans futferings at that 
period, as being no wav ieccilary to Mluitrate the facts laid before 
the public in the firt part of !| Confldevations + which Afone con- 
cerned the conduét of the Prefident and ScIcct Committee of Ce- 
citta, in the vear 1767. But as Mr. Peres? teemis to @ notice this 
omiffion as a fault, we have given, in our Appendix, all fush orn- 
ginal.** papers as have fince come te our hands on the tubjeot 
Remua s nrit imiprifonment. On coniideration of thofe papers, 
the candid readcr will be frorece to icknowledge, that the part Mr.. 

* Aprpencix As. Num, XXVI: page rie: 

t The writer hac evidence t3 prove, before the bonrd, when he delivered his me-- 
morial or the rath ocither t707, that the Brahmin woman received, in the Governor's 
houi, the initraction of what fhe was to fay before the Selcit Committee ) 

T See tne Ferwiation of tne Committees ci the 18°75 — VST Append sx, Pome ISe, 
Th conicquence of which, ane min, named Rarnzurn chut, war aot only cruelly Hooged, 
burt treated with the moit wanton ignominy, according to fac Notions of the Miniocs - 
Being one lock, woilea, trom rehnzicus motives, they prelusse on the crown of their 
ik tis, Called Zeetv, fhaved off, aud being atrerwards diiven about the teva ef Cakarta 
St ame ails. 

& Fons Ga. 


ias 2 Jo te. Pod. 
a SO ae el ee A3. 
I gs 4 


dix A. Nem. XVI. pages 52 to 1iG, 
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Pereifi akted-in the firft, docs not redound more to his credit than 
his conduct in the tecond feene of this man’s perfecutions. 

A perutal of the papers here * referred to, will alio make it-unne-. 
ceflary, in this place, to trouble the reader with repctitions on the 
fubjec&t. After the ftricteft examination into the matter, it will be 
found, that the firft imprifonment of Ramuaut, by the Prefident 
and Secret Committee, proceeded from their defire of procuring 
evidence to blacken Mr. George Gray in the eyes of the Company, 
or Direftors in England. Indeed, the pretences fet up were, the 
benefit of the country, and the obtaining reftitution for the inhabi- 
tants faid to be injured at Ma/dah, where Mr. Gry had refided as 
Chief of the Company’s factory. But let the reader weigh the 
proceedings and events in his own mind, and oppofe the evidence 
of faéts and the aétions of the parties, to their pious profeflions of 
difintereftednefs and regard for the welfare of the community, and 
he will not balance one moment on the decilion. 

But Mr. Vere/# is not contented with a flight impofition upon 
the public. In juitification of the neceffity for tuch imprifonments, 
he proceeds to tell them, + ‘* the ordinary Courts of Juttice had 
& not fufficient power to reprefs the evil. Had the charge againft 
«s Mr. G-2y,” of extortion, ‘* been true, the Mayor’s Court could 
#€ only have obliged him to refund the money, and the penal jurii- 
s digtion of the Court of Seffions extends little beyond the limits 
“* of Calcutta.” 

The jurifdiction of thofe ordinary Courts extending to reftitution 
of property, and to life or death, what more would Mr. Fere// 
have? Will he fay Ramnaut, when confined in Calcutta by the 
Secret Committee, was not within the jurifdiction of the Brith 
Courts? Will he {till amufe the public bv holding out the poor 
INabob, and allege that the neceflary witneffes could not be brought 
from Maldah to Calcutta? Or will he fay the Prefident and Select 
Committee had not power to inftitute a fair, open, and legal trial 
in a Court wherein they themfelves would have prefided as Tadecs a 
* Vo confeffes, that ‘*  { April 1767, Ramnaut applied 
a A REE LO the Governor, for leave to lay his cafe before the 

Juries at the next Seffions, now for the firfi time, accufing Nobe- 


* Appendix A. Num. XVI. Confideraticns, vol. I. p 5. A dix F 
Mom, XVII. page 450: and Nom. KEKIL pave cra.. Ferida View, paces wo to 44. 
t Verelf’s View, page 32. page 513. Ferels View, pages 30 to 34- 
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hen of extorting * monex from him during his former confine- 
‘s ment. + Afraid to complain at the time, he had ventured to 
do this at the diftance of a year and a-half, although his encmy 
‘s continued in his former employment.” As to the complainant’s 
being impritoned this fecond time, Mr. Vere/# fays, he confined 
him f ‘* to prevent his being tampered with and inftrucéted in his 
‘s evidence, until he could be examined by the Committee ;” but, 
continues Mr. Vere, § ** this was not a fubject of inquiry before 
s that Court to which he wifhed to fubmit it; and after remark- 
ing, that ** had the complaint been founded in truth, the Coni- 
‘ mittee could have done him ample juftice, and punifhed the 
“offending party,” Mr. Vere/? triumphs in the poor imprifoned. 
victim’s not producing his evidence before the Seleét Commiittec. 

The truth is, that Ramnuaut was treated with fuch. inhuman 
rigour during his confinement, that not only he, -but his witnefles, 
were intimidated to the lft degree. Seeing the plaintiff himfelf 
fuffered fo much for merely lodging his complaint, they juiftly con- 
cluded that his evidences had much more to dread who might ftand 
forth to fubftantiate the charges. Some of them, therefore, quit- 
ted the fettlement through fear, while Rammnau?’s relations and ad- 
vocates advifcd him to evade giving up the names of any witneffes 
unlefs his complaint could be brought to a fair and pub/]*< trial; in 
a legale Court of Jufticc. Ramnaut’s matter, Mr. George Gray, 
left Bengal in February 1766, and the noble Lord, who had been 
both the avowed protector of Nebekifen, and Ramnau?’s original per- 
fecutor, had but left the Prefidency of Calcutta im the latter end of 

anuary 1767. Mr. Fere/fi, therefore, is not furely ferious- when 

e affects furprize at Ramnaui’s not complaining before the begin- 
ning of /fri/ following ; nor wher he informs the public, that his 
complaint was not a iubje&t for a Britta Court of Juftice.. Much 
lefs will he ferioufly undertake to teach the public, by what law 
under the Lritsfh contftitution, the Select Committee could punifh 
the offending, and redrefs the injured party ; or a Governor ot Cal- 
cutta confine a COMPLAINANT, to prevent his being tampered with, 
and inftrucicd in HIS EVIDENCE. 





* It appears, that complaints were made by Ramnaut of his being robbed of money 
and jewels, in Od?ever 1765. See the depofition of Francis Peaccck, Elg; Appendix, . 
page Ot. 

+ View of Bengal, page 33. 

t Ib.4. page 32. See alfo Appendix A. page 149. 

§ Ibid. the note at the bottom of the page. 
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Upon tuch principles of junice, however, the oppreiled Ramnaut 
Was referred to the Sccret and Seke Committee of Reformers, and 
by them at lat, on the 18th apri 1767, ordercd to be transferred 
for further imprilfoninent and punifhinent, to their tooi of a Nabobs 
as well to icreen trom detection, their fecret procecdinps concern- 
ing him, as to prevent him from renewing his applications to the 
Fugly laws for redrets. * <6 Tired with his artincss, the Com- 
% mittee, at length, ordered this man to be delivered over to the 
“© countiy-government, that he might be compelled to make fasssferc- 
<< zion to the perfons he had injured,” in contormity to a + refolution 
of #2- 30th December 1765 3; and accordingly on the 3d Aay 1767, 
being a Sunday, he was bound and dragged througn the city of 
Calcutta away _to Wurjbedabad. 

Thrice happy inhabitants of Afiz/dah !—Nothing could equal the 
humane teclings of this holy and compafitonate Committee, except 
the tender commmiferation of the pious Pretident, who, notwith- 
tanding Ramnaut, in $ “$ a feigned name,” and by a ** wilasnons 
“© artifice,’ had bought of him, a quantity of ialt and boats which 
he had ditfintereftedly told him upon the molt W/ad@vantaresus terns, 
yet generoufly refrained from receiving any pert of the debt due 
trom Ramuaut, unl reftitution had been obtained for the unhappy 

eople whe had been ruined by his villainy at AZz/4:45; and who 
fad iolemnly engaged not to receive a rupee’s worth of the debt, 
<t until ail the unhappy fifferers, by Ramnaut’s- ertorticus, whom be 
“<< could not too much ae ore eere fully indemnified 1” 

- But although Mer. Verei has thus ptoufly aflerted, that not a 
fingle demand was ever made upon Ramnaut on his account ; that he 
had politively forbidden any tuch demands; and that he never had 
received, mor ever would receive, a imgle rupee from him on ac- 
count of tne goods he had to fold him: we have the evidence of 
Ramnaut’s letters to prove, that fuch demands were made upon him, 
under the fevereit § threats of corporal punifhment, and even death ; 
and that thirty-one thoutand, two hundred Sunott rupees had been 
aStually paid || by-him, on this account, to Mr. Richard Barwell, 





* Bercyi’s View, page 33. 

+ Appendix A. page 154. 

+ Ibid. F. page 476. Ramnaut informed the writer, that the bargain for the falt 
wa: made by him in Mr. kereyls prefence, although fer down in the name cf his bro- 
ther Meowan.u/s, according to acuttom cf te cupbtry. See appendix, paze 510- 

$ Gionjewralizns, VOl., 1. page 194. 


M Iid. Allo Appendix F. page 5 5. 
to 
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to whom Mr. Ferch had contigned ‘his falt.—It is truc, Mr. Pire: 
calls the letter laft referred to a * /uppofed letter from Ramnuaut, 
notwithftanding the original was delivered in to the board at Cw- 
cutia, with the writer’s memorial of the + 5th September 1768, and 
together with the other letter therein t inferted, which is {till in 
his pofleffion, was then ready to be authenticated and proved.—But 
left it may not be permitted us to oppofe the evidence of letters 
from fuch an infidel Hindoo as Ramnaut, to the teftimony of fo good 
a chriftian as Mr. Verelſt, we have ftill the evidence of § Mr. Bar- 
well, through whom the money was received; and if that fhould 
fail us, we have yet the teftimony of the || Sele& Committee of the 
18th April 1767, to which Mr. Vere/? himfelf fubfcribed; alio an 
original account of his demand made up and tranfimitted to Ramraut 
by Mr. Verej?s | banyan, anda letter ** from Mahommed Reza 
Khawn, which was received by Me. Vere/? on the 1ft of Auguft 
1768 ; to prove, that the mof preffing demands were made upon Ram- 
naut for Mr. Vereis debt, of which, as there now only ++ remains 
a part unpaid, with a good faith we might conclude, that all the 
injured inhabitants at Ma/dah have been fully indemnified ! 

Much more might be faid to expofe the inconfiftency, and prove 
the injuftice of the proceedings of the Prefident and Seleét Com- 
mittee of Calcutta, upon the complaints of Gocu/ Sonar and Rame- 
naut Dafs. But aftcr the unprejudiced reader has perufed and con- 
fidered what has been already laid before him, together with the 
papers herein referred to, the refleétions which, from the plain evi- 
dence of facts, will naturally arife in his mind, will be more thafi 
fufficient to fhock his humanity. We will, therefore, now pais on 
to the affair of Alexander Fephfon, Efq; which was fubmitted to the 
public by the author of {f Confderutions, in order to fhew the irre- 
gularity of the proceedings of the Mayor’s Court of Calcutta, and 
not the interference of the Prefident and Council with the Courts 
of Juftice. 


¢ Ibid. page 513. 

§ Confiderations, vol. I. note at bottom of page Ic. 
j Appendix A. page L5I. 

q Ibid. F. page 514. 

** Ibid. B. Num. XXIV. page 297. 

tt Vereli?’s View, page 33, at bottom. 

tT} Appendix to Confidterations, vol. I. page 43. 
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Mr. Verejfi has {pared the writer the trouble of commenting up 
what he has publifhed on this cafe of Mr. Fephfon. It will te a fuf- 
ficient expofition to contrait his own words. In one place he fays, 

* << The Authorof Confiderations, not contented with this happy 
“ inftance of domineering power, produces another extraordinary 
<* cate of Mr. Alexander Fephfon, where the Governor and Council 
“ refufed to interfere with.the Courts of Juftice. Mr. Belts has 
%& piven us full proéf, viz. the memorial of an angry man to the 
s& Court of Directors. The greater part of this {tory is fuch, that 
« I, with Mr. De Grey, know not how to believe the parties con- 
& cerned in tranfacting it would admit it to be true.” 

Mr. Vere/# has cautioufly. avoided attempting to difprove any of 
the facts fer forth in the memorial of the ry man, of which he 
here affects to doubt the truth.—Now let us fee what his fentiments 
were, at another time, upon the fubject of this very memorial, and 
the treatment which had been received by Mr. Fephfon, as fubfcnbed 
to by this fame Mr. Feret, asone of the + Directors, in a letter from 
the Court to their Prefidency of Benga/, datedthe 3d af May 1771. 
His words were thefe : 

*< Par. 13th. The facts ftated in the memorial laid before us are of 
fo extraordinary a nature, and the treatment Mr. Feph/on and his wife 
received. feemed to us fo big with.oppreffion and injuftice,. that before 
we could judge what was fitting to be done therein, we thought it 
advifeable to lay the whole of the proceedings before Mr. Sayer, the 
Comparny’s Counfel, for his opinion, which we tranfmit to you here- 
with, together with the opinions of Sir William De Grey, the prefent 
Chief futtice of his Majefty’s Court of Common Pleas, and of Sir 
Fletcher Norton, formerly his Maje{ty’s Attorney General, and now 
Speaker of the Houfe of Commohs, on Mr, Fephfon’s cale.” 

‘© Par. r4th. It is with much concern and indignation that we 
obferve our Courts of Juftice prottituted to fuch purpotes as muft 
carry with them not only an indehble reproach to the Courts them- 
felves, but te that Governmens by which they were inftituted. And 
that we may intirely acquit ourfelves of giving the leatt countenance 
to ſuch illegal acts, we enjoin you immedintely to receive Mr. Feph- 


* View of Bengal, page 24. 

+ The Directors who fubferided this letter were, Jehn Purhiae, Geercoe Dudley, Tho- 
mers Keus, John Weedheuje, Jehu AManfhis, Frederik Pigen, Hery Savage, William 
James, Jobn Roberts, Edward Pear, Henry Fleto ter, Geerge Cunina, J- Furiak, 
Harry Ferrijt, Jehn Michie, Daniel Wier, Joka darrijoe, Peter Du Cane jun.. Fumes 
Cockburn, and Lawrence Sulivar, Eſquires. Sce the letter here referred to more at largre, 

Reports of the Houle of Commons, vel. IV. pages 5-4: and 342. 
— 
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Jon's appeal whenever he fhall prefent the fame, that you enquire 
ftrictly and minutely into the circumftances of his complaints, and 
caute full and ample juftice to be done therein.” 

“« Par. 15th. After having thus expreffed our abhorrence of pro- 
ceedings carrying on the face of them fuch evident marks of oppref- 
fion, we truít that you wili in future prevent any further complaints 
of this nature againſt yourfelves; and that on the prefent occatlion 
you will without favour or affection put in execution the advice of 
our Counfel, if fatisfactory evidence can be obtained of fuch intolent 
* declarations being uttered from the bench as are laid to the charge 
of thofe fitting upon it to adminifter juftice under the laws of England, 
and thofe laws only.” : 

It is hoped the candid reader will find the foregoiiig detail to con- 
tain a complete vindication of the veracity of the Author of Confidera- 
tions, Sc. refpeCting what he has fubmitted to the Public on the 
matters treated of inthis chapter ; and that it will be found equally 
to ftand the teft of future time, unimpeachable. We will now pre- 
fume to fubmit a few curfory remarks to his confideration on the 
practicability of making the Eafi Indians happy under the laws of 
Great Britain. 

Much hath been faid on the impoffibility of introducing the Exg/i/h 
laws among the natives in Bengal; although no judicious man ac- 

uainted with Indra ever yet adopted the idea of an univerfal intro- 

uction of fuch laws. The truth is, that the men who have made 
the greateft clamour upon this fubjeét have been fuch as wifhed not 
to fee any law at all introduced, that they and their friends might 
have the greater latitude left for continuing to govern or plunder at 
will with impunity. Amang tke foremoft of fuch writers appears 
Mr. Ferelf?, who, in order to deter the Legiflature from introducing 
any part of the Brith code among the Indians, reprefents them, 


* The declarations alluded to in this paragraph, as uttered from the bench, refer to a 
charge contained in the memorial of Mr. JFef+/an to the Eaff India Directors (which was 
firſt publifhed in Confiderations, Se Appendix, page 43. and afterwards in the Reports 
of the Houfe of Commons, vol. IV. page 338.) againft Cornelius Goodwin, Efq; late Mayar 
of Calcutta, that when fitting in judgment he had declared “ they had nothing to do with 
** the laws of England there, nor weuld he fo much as hear them named while he fat upon 
** the bench.” As this affair was firft given to the Public in Confideratisns, Fc. the 
writer has thought it incumbent on him to exhibit the termination of it. He has there- 
fore given Mr. Ccodwin’s juftification before the Governor and Council at Calcutta in Jani- 
ary 1772, äs taken trom the feventh Report of the Secret Committee of the Houte of 
Commons, made on the 6th May 1773, together with the memorial of Mr. Richard Whit- 
taf, on the fame fubject, as delivercd to the Honourable Chairman of that Committee on 
the 17th June 1773. See Appendix A. Num. LIII. page 267. and Num. LIV. page 273. 
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eontrary to fact, as an ignorant uncivilized people. He deduces his 
laboured arguments from the intricate tyitenis of pretumption and 
* implication, derived from antiquity, in the Lvglyh law, and en- 
deavours to frighten the reader With the long + train of one hundred 
and fixty capital felonies created by Brb Acts ot Parhament. 
Not contented with this, he is pleaicd to affert, that in PBesgeAéA the 
people do not even f fuppote juttice due rrom the mogittrate, and 
that § ** we might as well traniplant the full-grown oak to the banks 
“<< of the Gunes, 23 dream that aay part of a code, matured by the 
‘© patient labours of fucceffive judges and legiflators in this ifland, 
« can potfibly coaletce with the cuftoms of Bengal.” 

Happilx for the natives of Judi, the cloven toot at laft appears. 
Ss Let Bivtfelaws,” fays Mr. Fereji * be adopted in Bengal, the 
‘© Prefident of our tettlemrcntwill poileis neither power nor prercga- 
& gee, but will tink to a level with the meaneit.”’ 

It is admitted, were the Engle laws, with all the intricacies inci- 
dent to their complex adminiftration, and the thoals of lawyers nu- 
ceffary to uphold their ** g/erious uncertainty,” to be introduced among 
the tubjugated natives of India, they would labour under miistortunes 
much greater than any that have yet betallen them: for the Hindass, 
too, have their code, which has been equally matured by the wil- 
dom of ages, and is as fuitable to them as their climate is adapted to 
the foil they tread. When time fhall again have cleared the Hinaco 
ivitem from the ruins of fuceeflive revolutions, and trom the dark- 
ncis wherewith it has been obfcured by the difficulties of a dead lan- 
guage unknown to the whole world, or by the prieiterart and ipno- 
rance of the modern Brahmins, perhaps the more we learn of it, the 
more we thall admire it. With the Fle? or the Mabomimean ivi- 
tem it would, therefore, be equally as impoiitic as it is upnnccetlary 
to interfere. 

but although there its no necefiity tor tranf{planting the whole 
trunk, much kets any of the decayed branches, mor any profpedt or 
their flourifhtng on the banks of the Cowees y vet the grand thoet 
und main fopport or che Ayres full-grown oak would tele reot and 
proiper in any climate ; and particularly in Bewgiuv, at this crits, if 
the freragat.ve, as Myr. FeregZ2 cails ty or the Governurs, bu be 
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purpofcly exerted to prevent it’s growth.— We mean the trial by 
Juries. 

The great rifk to which the natives in the interior provinces are 
expofed is trom the Eagli/b gentlemen becoming the only merchants 
and the fupreme judges, as well as collectors, mn the diftricts under 
their fuperintendency ; which, as hath been particularly mentioned 
in the * preceding volume, is fo eatily in their power trom the awu- 
thority and influence they poflefs. The Brit/4 kgillature, however, 
cau cafily prevent thofe evils, by enacting that no European thall pre- 
fide in any of the inland Courts, and by fixing the native Judges in 
their offices for life, to be irremoveable, except only for malverfa- 
tion, by the fame fupreme power at Ca/cuttr which may appoint 
them. 

The Eaf Indians have alfo an immemorial cuftom of deciding: dif- 
ferences among themftelves by arbitrators mutually chofen, which 
canhot be too much encouraged. ‘his, as well as the trial by Ju- 
ries, might be adapted, by the Brit) legiflature, to the difpotitions 
of the people, and to the relation in which they Mand to their pretent 
conquerors, without intertering with their cfs, or with any of 
their cuftoms, civil or religious; and might with equal cate be pro- 
mulgated throughout the conquered provinces. None of the Hinudqoqs, 
except a few of the Brahmins, know any thing of the Sirz9/fcist or 
Shanferit language, in which their S427 are written ; and few of 
the Mihommedans in India, except their Muftws, Kazys, and Pricits, 
underftand ufwére4, in which the Koran is written: by which 
boohs they are retpective]ly guided. An Exngli/b ASt ot Parliemenr, 
connuned to the beforementioned obiects, and adapted to the fituations 
of the Hideo and Maheninedon natives of Bengal, might with little 
difficulty be tranflated and printed in the Benga/ language, which 
would be a method of promulgation far preterable to a Pes/iin trani- 
Fation, as it would be proportionate to the capacities of the lewer 
clafies of the people, on whom the egriculture asd manufactures of 
the country whelly depend. 

For the purpoics of rhete grand outlines of juttice which the wri- 
ter has pretumed to mention, it is not neceflary to embarradi: the 
quettion with ditquifitiens on the ancicnt power of the Nazan or the 
Deter, Wii h no looger fubiift; with dennitions of the names ot 
the Find. or Maubomacdea magitrates, and of their refpeétive 
kowcrs 3 or with details of their particular laws or ufages. Thei 

= Copirstisns, & vol. I. pige 16a i 
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might be {afely left to the native Judges, af whom at leaft fifty 
might be appointed with annual falaries, at lefs expence to Govern- 
ment than one European. l 
When the wifdom of the Legiflature fhall no longer think it ex- 
edient or honourable for the Sovereign of Great Britain to appear to 
old kingdoms of the acknowledged dependant creatures of the fer- 
vants of a commersial fociety of his own fubjeéts; and when the 
beforementioned modes of deciltion among the natives, by Juries, 
Arbitrators, and Judges of their own, thall be thus adopted and 
eftablifhed as fundamental and immutable laws throughout the Benga/ 
provinces, under an a& of the Brit? legiflature, to be carried into 
execution by the Court of Juftice lately eftablifhed ; there will be an 
effectual {top put to the repetition of thofe fcenes of anarchy which 
have enabled * ** she banyans of Englith gentlemen, wherever they refide, 
“© antirely to govern the Courts he icature, and frequently to fit as Judges 
“* in thofe Courts : and which have even turnifhed opportunities for 
a menial domeftic of the Chief at a fubordinate fa€tory, of his own 
affumed authority, to hold Cutcherry-courts, to decide differences and 
anflict corporal + punifhments at will. The natives would receive 
{uch laws with infinite fatisfaction ; and as they would prove the 
beft chech that can be deviled, to guard them againft the oppreffion 
of their rulers, they would alfo make the beft amends to tlhofe na- 


dives for what they have fuffered, by laying the tureft foundation for 
their future happinets. 


* See the Reports of the Secret Committee of the Houfe of Commons 1773, vol. IV. 
Page 325+ - 

t Gonefbam Da/s, the Mun/by or Perfian Secretary, lately gone out with the Judges 
to Bengal, was one who had received a f€vere flagellation at fuch a Cutcherry, by a de- 
crec of the Asanfumas or Butler to Mr. Themas Rumbold, during the chieffhip of that 
gentleman at Patna, upon the occafion of a quarrel with one of the Khanfumahb’s com- 
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Cc HA Ps VII. 


REMARKS onthe WRITER’s CASE; witha REFUTATION of fuch 
CHARGES brought againft him in Mr. VERELST’s VIEW, as 
are not noticed in the other Parts of this Work. 


N all attempts to perplex or mifguide the public judgment, 
laufible artifice will be employed tor the purpofe of difguifing 
truth, or ipecious fallacy uird tor evading it. 

Without furnifhing a fingle proof in iupport of his affertions, 
Governor Vere? * accufes the author ot Confidlerations, of having 
{ftudioufly involved his work in contution and perplexity. Yet did 
the man he attacks arrange his matter under diftinct chapters, for 
the fake of precifion, and to avoid the confution which 1s apt to 
arife from a more diffufed mode of writing; in which the Gover- 
nor, on the contrary, feems truly to have imitated the tcuttle-fifh, 
by touling the current or argument to facilitate his efgape. In 
what is called an Jntreducticn to his work, Mr. Jere, and his 
affiftants, have jumbled together the diferent trantactions ot- very 
diftant periods im one unconnected mais. By to doing, hhe cun- 
ning Sophitts, they endeavour to iteal trom tacts into a cloud of 
vague declamation, and then confidently lay the fault of contution 
at the door of their antagoniit. Puet this is a ſubhiect which it is 
unneceflary to enlarge upon, becaute there can be uo intelligent and 
impartial reader of both books who will not i-ugh at tuch accufa- 
tions. It will be hippy tor our Governer, iF this re ‘ler os readily 
acguit him of the charges which, by his pubiicauon, he lice now 
drawn exprefly upon himfelr. ; l 

He afks, + ‘** thould a dittronicnted rian coll. &t facts tor the pur- 
s polt of miireprefentation ? Should many ciregmitinces be rape 
« prefled to give falie colouring to others?  Sheuld aweik of this 
*« kind be given to the world, When many pertois cone iied H 
*¢ thetic tranitactions are atthe diftance of half rhe globes sra when 
“ may now in England, not conicious of miltencuct, hud Le- 





* KVerolji's View, pase 2, 
4 ibid. pages 21 and cz. 
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elected to preferve authentic vouchers, retpecting: mikn Y Gerni- 
revees, amidst an iminite multiplicity of attairs ? It will*not be 
expected that I thould tollow fuch a writer through all his #4., 


the haji “Fr, i hy collefled.” 

To thele queftions it may be juftly replicd, that it is Lighly 
abfurd to accute a man of colk lng faé?s for the purpote of m/re- 
preferntaticn. Nor lets ridiculous and ditingenuous is the charge of 
iuppreiñng #277) circumítances, to give a talfe colouring to cthers, 
without inſtancing one fo fuppretied ; while Mr. /’e:e/? appears, in 
no retpect, deiftitute of matter, good or bad, falie or true, tor en- 
deavouring to blacken his opponent. 

But it may be afked, did Mr. erei, or any of the Select Com- 
mittee or Council, return to Enxg/and without being fairly warned 
of public accutiations to be made by their accufer, even given to 
them in his own hand-writing ? Certainly not, as hath been fhewn 
by numerous documents. Why then io unprovided of means for 
vindicating their public conduét, in a matter io very important as 
the adminiftration of juftice ? 

Equally void of toundation is Mr. /’erej?s allegation, that manv 
of the perions concerned in thote tranfactions were at the diftance of 
halt: the globe ; tor it is fcarce poflible to conceive, that circum- 
{tances could have combined more opportunely, to coHect a greater 
number of thoile gentlemen together from fo diftant a countrv, at 
one period, than have actually been on the ipot, in Exg/and, both at 
the time of the publication of Coderaticus on India Affirirs, and 
fince.—Three reipective Pretidents, the whole Select Committee, 
the whele ot the Councils, except one or two members of no con- 
dequence, together with their ifumereus tribes of dependant crea- 
tures, and others, all more or lefs acquainted with the tranfaétions 
in gueftion, to the amount of near forty men, whom we could 
name, were to be found in Gre.rt Britain in the years 1772 and 

773-—sayv we will go further, and defy Mr. vrej? to inttance 
one fact pofitively ailerted by the author of Cenfidereticns, the vera- 
city of which could not be fully aicertained by crew vsce, or 
written cvidence, in Exg/md, during the before-mentioned periods. 

With refpect to fuppreffions, artvully intended to miflead the 
public, tle author of thote Confiderutions can only tolemnly affure 
the reader, that he is totally innocent of any wilful fupprefiion of 
truth. |, Where he has not given whole letters or proceedings at 
length, it was becaufe he could not obtain them. The mott trivial 
m. p aation was .lways induftrioutly with-held trom: him both in 
Lets. 
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India and in Ergloand; although, as hath been mentioned in another 
place, Mr. Fereg., and the gentlemen whom he emploved te write 
his book, were allowed free accefs to the Companvy’s records in the 
dIndea-heufe for their afiittance. Nav, even after the pubhecation of 
Nr. Mere/?s VIEW, frequent applications were made, by the Ea% 
India Directors to General Burgoyne, Chairman of the Sclect Coni- 
mittee of the Houte of Commons, to exclude the writer trom thie 
Comumnittee-room, in order to debar him from obtaining that infor- 
mation to which other pertons were admitted, in which he was 
much interefted, and to which every man hada right, on 1b public 
an anguiry. Such materials, however, as he did pofluts, he arranged 
in the beit manner he could; and contidering the ditficulties which 
he laboured under, the furprize rather fhould be, that he acquired 
fo many. With better materials, could he have obtained them, 
his detection of the grots impotitions on the La? India Proprictors, 
and the nation, might have been rendered more compleat. But 
all he now contends tor, 1s the truth of the tacts produced, and the 
juftnets of the conclufions drawn from them. 

Mr. Vere/f#s * charge of the writer’s making falie quotations is, 
in one inttance, grounded on a tuppofition ot his having wilfully 
fuppretied a fentence, in order to interpret the letter from the Court 
of Directors of the 19th February 1766, forbidding the general 
trade in falt, beetlenut, and tobacco, as a prohibition of the mono- 
poly eftablithed by Lord C/ive, which not being then Known in 
England, contequently could not be condemned. 

But the reader who confiders the + paflage referred te, and 
adverts to facts, will probably think this a mere cavil upon words. 
It hath been fhewn, that in the year 1764, Lord Chive repretented 
to the Fo Indir Directors and Pvoprictors, that one of the great 
cautes of the untoward itate of their attairs in Bengal, was the 
Company’s fervants and others w/furping from the natives the inland- 
trade in falt, beetlenut, and tobacco; and he therefore adzvifctd the 
peevention of 1 im future. “This bait being very readilv twallowed, 
his Loordthip, with the Select Committee appointed under him, 
were directed tó retorm that abufe. What the Directors meant to 
prevent was cvidently the Jongin trading in thote articles, under 
what thew called act puceed contruction cf the Firmaun,” duty-tree, 
in prejudice of the natives. But no fooner was his Lordfhip em- 


* View of Senval, See. pages 8 and o. 
e Glen ae ns, S&C. vol. L page 18 3. 
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barked for utia, than he formed the plan of an univerial monopoly 
in thoit articks, to the total exclufion of the natives; which was 
afterwards carried into execution by the Committee, chiefly to their 
own emoknnent, fo carly, that there was full time for any nian, 
who had not accefs to their records, to conclude the Directors 
might have been informed of it before the roth of February 1766. 

Lord Clive could carry no orders out, relative to this trade, but 
what were in favour- of freedom; and no regulations in favour of 
Europeans could be intended, to the prejudice of the fatics, be- 
caufe it was in particular alleged, that they were deligned to be 
made eafy in thofe matters. Whether, therefore, the Dfrectors 
were informed of the monopoly ereéted in the beginning of the 
ear 1765, by Lord Clive and his Committee, as they ought to 
have been, or not, when they wrote the letter under confideration, 
is entirely immaterial, it being certain, they meant that their orders 
fhould be contidered as general; for they no fooner did hear of the 
eftablifhment of that monopoly, than they gave pofitive orders for 
its abolition, and in every fubfequent letter repeated them. Had 
the wonderful worthies of Calcutta thought themfelves ever really 
authorized to eftablifh fuch a monopoly for their own benefit, 
would they have deemed it neceflary to bind one another, by a pe- 
nalty-bond, cf three hundred thoutand pounds, to an union, in re- 
fitting any orders of the Directors for putting an immediate end to 
the buifinefs ? 

Another happy inftance of the writer’s want of candour, accord- 
ing to Mr. Vere/#, is, that he has mif-quoted a paflage from Mr. 
Scrafion. Hardly driven indeed, for matter to condemn, muft be 
the critic who undertakes to cemfure a writer on affairs of great 
importance, when he turns fo wretched a word-catcher, as to cavil 
* twice at a quotation, in which the expreifion. was only varied to 
give it force; without, in any degree, altering the fenfe. Nay, the 
author of Confiderations, &c. could not mean to give it merely as a 
quotation, begaufe he actually incorporated the words as a part of 
his own tentence, and referred to the original writer for authorit 
ef the fact, which he had fairly reprefented. We produce theſe 
inftances of captious civil, out of a great number that might be 


© Ferels View, pages 15 and 18. Mr. Scrafton’s words are, ‘ All our affairs being 
** fo happily circumftanced, Colonel Clive, at the Subah’s requeft, marched to punih 
** thofe Rajahs who had joined the Shahzadah.”’—'The author ot Confiderations (page 25.) 
has faid, * who bad dared tojcin,” &c. 
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exhibited of equal infignificance, to fhew the fpirit of Mr. — 


p 
and his affiftant writers; and fhall forbear difgufting the reader 
with any further obfervations of fo trivial and ridtculous a nature. 

Mr. Ferch * repeatedly lays a ftrefs on the writer’s having aflured 
the Select Committee, that he did not intend to enter into any 
new inland-concerns in trade, or to profecute any but fuch as he 
had been then fome time engaged in; and alfo upon his not having 
voluntarily departed for Europe. 

Enough has been already faid in pages 62, &c. to explain the 
nature and caufe of th:. aflurance; but it is not Icfs ridiculous to 
reproach the writer tor not having carricd his intentions, with reipcect 
to his own private busunefs, into execution, than it is ungenerous 
in Mr. Jere/f#, and his Council, to upbraid him with not having 
departed for Eurcpe, when they did every thing in their power to 
render that ftep equally imprudent and impracticable for him.—— 
By their ftudden feizure of the Armenian merchants, who acted as 
his agents, and continuing them imprifoned from March to duguff 
1768, he was not only deprived of the benefit of his old contracts, 
for which he had paid the Princes of the country large fums of 
money, and of his property in etfects and outf{tanding debts, to the 
amount, all-together, of full fifteen thoufand pounds, but he was 
thereby laid under a neceility of continuing in Bengal. to adjuft his 
numerous and intricate accounts, depending with he natives of the 
upper provinces, and to pay fuch as had demands upon him; from 
doing of which his Armenian agents had been arbitrarily prevented. 
This kind of juftice was formerly deemed by the EFaf Indra Direc- 
tors an objeét of fuch importance, that it was made an exprefs ar- 
ticle in the covenants of perfons licenfed by them to go to India, 
and has likewife been continued in all the modern + covenants, that 
they thould not leave the Company’s fettlements betore they had 
faithfully paid all fuch fums as they might be juftly indebted to the 
black merchants, or to any other foreigners, or merchants, not being 
his Majefty’s fubjects. 

In the third chapter, it has been frequently fhewn, that when 
the Governor and Council were fo very urgent for the writer's de- 
parture to Europe, he made repeated reprefentations to them of the 
ftate of his outitanding concerns, and of the property of other per- 


* WVerei’'s View, pages 24 and 41. 
+ See hefe covenants, Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. III. pages 176 to 
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fons then under his management; but thev refuted to interfere, 
either in the fecuring, or the remitting to Lasse of anv part 
thereof sand the truth is, that the seriter did. enter ite no new 
inland-concerns in trade, but iuch as were requinte tor that fecu- 
rity acd remittance. 

W hart Airs 6 


— 


pubhe officers, 

and the incapacity ot ibe csuniryv-gavernment, tor checking the op- 

pretlions committed by thole who tock upon them the characler of 

Eivclyb agents. is extremely ridiculous, beeaute iro is well Known, 

they could make their dependant native-government do whatever 

thev ordered, either with reipect to the pumthing, or the protecting 

of tuch agents. But it is worte than abturd, to artuct fuppoting, 

that thofe who had no proteétion trom the Company in their trade, 

and whom their principal fervants fought to hinder trom trading at 

all, would dare to infult a foreign power, which could cruth them 

in a moment; or that fuch perions could carry on any trade with 

cheating fuch a government of its duties, and iniulting its officers ; 

or otherwife than by every ipecies or licit conduct, and the mott 
reipe®* * hehaviour. 

Mg? anno no diicrimination that need be made between the 

i > as and the native, im the profccution of a tair trade, nor 

. *mpolitic dittinction attempted under the government 

or even during the adminittrations of any of the 

_- .f Bengal; though, during the latter, there were 

on ictiſed alike towards natives and foreigners. But 

‘Iv profecuted, can never be on too tree a footing ; tor 

> -apply imports on the cheapeft terms, and pay moit tor 

the beft dealers for any country. “The only kinds of 

...at are contrary to the found priuciples of policy and coni- 

are MONOPOLIES ; Which, in the Beaga? provinces, as in- 

| aú Oll other parts of India where the Exogone power prevails, 

aș alone be practiced by the fuperior tervants of the Company. 

he true motive, therefore, of the anxiety of the Prefident and 

“eleét Committee in 1765, for removing Europeans trom the inte- 

tr country was, to have the field clear tor their own monopolies, 

or fuch tort of dealings as made it their intereit to remove all checks, 

while the propriety of the meafure was pretended to be founded on 

the necefiitv of complying with the orders of the Directors, whom, 

upon other occafions, they obeved, or difobeyed, as they thought 


* Sereji's Vicw, page 3c. 


proper. 
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proper. There is no doubt but complaints againtt fome European 
agents anight be founded on truth; but why were they not pro- 
perly inquired into and redrefled ; and equitable checks cftablithed 
for the prevention of future irregularities, fince the whole power of 
legiflative and executive government rcf{ted with the Prefident and 
Board at Calcutta ? 

But what will the reader think of the language which is now 
held on this fubjeé&t by Mr. Fere/?#, who, in yy 1764, gave as 
his folemn opinion to the board, that it was ughly eligible, and 
even political, to employ Exropeans as agents, in preference to black 
gomattahs; and that if they were guilty of offences in the inland- 
country, where the Bri laws could not reach, -the board had 
{till a fufficient authority for adminiftering juftice by the laws of 
Fitlndofian ? Certainly, general invectives on this fubje& come with 
a bad grace now, from a gentleman who had given fuch an * opi- 
nion, and during whofe government, {foon afterwards, in Bengal, 
no enormiuties were /egg//y proved again{t any agents or gomat{tahs, 
but his own. 

On the fame fubjeét, neverthelefs, Mr. Verelf?i has the modefly 
thus to proceed: + ** The reader who will carry in his mind, the 
*< diftinction arifing between the Exg/i/fh agent and the native, feom 
the want of a controuling power over the former, will readily 
conceive, the nature of that fair, open, and unrefirained trade, in 
‘% favour of which Mr. Bo/ts io vehemently declaims; and alfo of 
thofe numberlefs oppreffions, groaning under which, Mr. Bolts 
accumulated, i the /pace of fix years, a larger fortune than many 
gentlemen, who have refided twenty years in Jadia, and filled 
the higheft ftations in the. Company’s fervice.”” And in a note 
to illuftrate this text, he further fays, ‘* Mr. Bolts arrived in Bengal 
in the fummer of the year 1760, and refigned the Company’s 
fervice in November 17663; during which time he was only a 
junior fervant, and far below the rank of Council in the Prefi- 
dency” 

The charge here intended to be brought, if any thing be really 
meant, muft be, that the writer got his fortune difhoneftly, and 
by oppreffion. How far he deferves injurious refle€tions tor aflert- 
ing the rights of licit trade and commerce, he freely leaves to the 
determination of the candid reader, while he proceeds to anfwer 


Ge 
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* Appendix A. Num. 1X. page 25. 
t Verelf’s View, page 30. * 
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this implied charge, with as little poffible egotifm as the nature of 
the cafe will admit. 

The facts on which his anfwer is founded may be all collected 
from the preceding fheets. It is true, that the writer acquired a 
fortune of upwards of ninety thoufand pounds fterling during hts 
refidence in Jadia, as his books, now in the pofléffion of his af 
fignees, clearly evince; but as he went out to Idia in the year i> co, 
and was forcibly fent away from Bengal on the 2 3d Sestemer 1768, 
Mr. Vere/i fhould have given him credit for eight inftead of fix 
years induftry, even after Eron oE for the time loft at fea. Befides 
the fortunate circumftances attending the writer’s fituation upon his 
firft introduction into India, which have been deicribed in the ninth. 
and tenth pages of this volume, particularly his partnerfhip with 
two gentlemen in Council, at a period when the trade of Bengal, 
and over all Indra, was very lucrative; the writer had alb very 
exteniive joint-dealings with moft of the * fervants of the Company, 
who were then in the higheft ftations: from all which he not only 
reaped confiderable emolument, but eftablifhed a great credit amon: 
the native merchants. A ftrenuous exertion of induftry, with the 
concurrence of circumftances fo much in his favour, might naturally 
be expected to advance the writer’s fortune very faft : though it 
was nc. in a degree altogether fo extraordinary as not to be paral- 
te". hy many examples in this country, or any other. W ith 

~ `: the very low ftation, or rank, in the fervice of the Com- 

1 akigned to him by Mr. Yereli, although neither merit or 

= can be derived from fuch an accidental circumftance, a re- 

to the lift of covenanted fervants in the + Appendix, will 

ihew rhe reader what foundatiorr that gentleman had for his infinu- 
ation on this head. 

But after quitting the fubje& of the writer’s acquifitions in point 
of fortune, at page 31, Mr. Vere/j# once more refumes it, in page 
38, in the following candid manner : 

‘“ Mr. Bé/ts arrived in Ind in the year 1760, and we foon find 
him a principal figure amidft the groupe of traders. "The extent 
** to which this gentleman engaged, and the moderation with 
«< which he conduéted himfelf, will-be beft known from his for- 
** tune of ninety thoufand pounds, gained within fix years; toge- 





as 


° Mr. Jobn Cartier, Mr. Thomas Rumbold, Mre Charles Stafford Playdcll, Mr. Samuel 
aliddlet n, Mr. A/canius Wiliam Senior, and many others. 
4 Appendix A. page 49. 
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* ther with the extreme eagernefs with which he endcavoured, 
te upon all occafions, to degrade the authority of the government, 
‘* and prevent auy effectual protection being given to the * natives.” 

In the cafes of Gocul Sonar and Ramuaut Dafs, intferted in the 
preceding chapter, it hath been fully fhewn who were the men to 
prevcit auy effectual proteétion being given to the natives. It hath been 
likewite fhewn, that the writer’s trade in India was equally bene- 
ficial to the country and to the Company; and his books, which 
are now acceflible to all his creditors, — whom Mr. Verel/# 
may yet have tome partizans, will alfo prove, that his fortune was 
acquired with all poffible fairnefs: and that the medium of the net 
profits gained by him, in the moft favourable times, never exceeded 
twenty-five per cent. per annum, upon the capital traded for. Thefe 
are tacts which he chearfully leaves to the unerring tefts of time 
and truth, while he invites even his enemies to the {crutiny. 
Among Mr. Vereis virtuous adherents in India, and in England, of 
all complexions, is there a man who can lay his finger on a faé& 
that fhall impeach the writer’s honour, or integrity, as a merchant, 
or a Company’s fervant; as a judge, or a private member of 
fociety ?—But perhaps the reader will think he has already ho- 
noured Mr. Vereis general declamation, on thefe points, with too 
much notice, and that the writer’s greateft crime was the poffeffion 
of a fortune acquired by honeft induftry. | 

Upon the whole, therefore, of Mr. Vere/#’s implied accufation of 
guilt in the fpeedy acquifition of a fortune by trade, again‘t a man 
whom he and his confederates have fo wickedly injured, withour 
proving one + fact in fupport of his infinuations, it may not be 
thought improper to entertain the reader with a few ftrokes of re- 
crimination, by way of farther answer. The 


* Nothing can be more puerile, or abfurd, than the references made on this word by 
Mr. Ferel to corroborate his affertion. He refers te the writer’s letter to Monf. Gertil, 
and to the paper tranfmitted to Johannes Padre Rafael, which are given in the Appen- 
dix E. Num. II. page 347, and Num. XXXVIII. page 379- 

t Ina note, page 34, Mr. WVerelf indeed, as a kind of authority, quotes the writer’3 
evidence given before a Committee of the Honourable Houfe of Commons, that he en- 
tertaincd 150 agents. As this may otherwife imprefs an idea prejudicial to the writer, 
it is necellary to explain the matter. .. The evidence given before the Committce {Sce 
Reports of the Iloufe cf Commons, vol. III. page 287.) ftands as follows: 

2. ** Who were the agents you employed in thofe concerns you entered into 
after your refignation ? 

4. ** I had above 150; and amongft others the two Armenians who have given 
evidence, but thefe were only employed in collecting outftanaing debts, 
and difpofing of goods and contraéts which were on hand before .7y refig- 
nation.” 


Now 
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The * felf-praifing Selot Committee of Reformers, with their 
affociates, the declared enemies of all rapid acquititions of wealth, 
commenced their righteous adminittration tor the retormation of 
Bengal in the month of Mv 1565. Such was their afliduitv im 
accomplithing their difinterefted views, as we tind by Mr. /7re//’s 
book, that // Wam Birightewell Sumner, Eig; who relinquifhed his 
pretenfions of fucceeding to the government, + returned to Leve/i77 
in ecember 17663 f Lord Chre and General Carzac in Yanaary 
17673 § Francis Sykes, Eig; the Durbar-Reifidert, in November 1768 ; 
and || Mr. Verei, who fucceeded Lord Chre, and was not worth 
üx thoutand pounds in the year r76o0, refigned the chair “on the 
1Oth December 1769.— Befides thefe gentlemen, who all returned 
with minifterial fortunes, Colonel Richard Smith, who tucceecded 
General Carnac, S requeitted leave to a his employments on the 
sth February 1768, which was within lefs than three vears from 
his return to Indiz ; although he did not leave Bengal till December 
1769. This gentleman, notwithittanding all the cmoluments of his 
appointments as an officer in Juda had been reduced to ** “ the fcanty 
st pittance Gf feven hundred pounds per annum,” had been fo fortunate 


as ~ -.t::chant and dealer in politic:, that on his return to England, 
", watara: led, from the overplus of his abundance, to offer, in a 

— “Toa cva, Afty thoufand pounds as his ſubſcription towards a 
fg >. cass Aat g nis late conftituents trom the impending bankruptcy 
ce waist. © t7 fuccefies in Jmdiz had reduced them. ++ Mr. Alex- 

gees ence fhould in truth have been recorded, Z had aisut 15 ; but the 
wr: -t perceive the error in time for its being corrected ; for aithough in the 
Tinoco o. 6k Was exptained to the Committee-clerk, in the common acceptation of the word 


goxo ca, Or agent, including fuperintencasts 2t all the writer's manufactories, it might 
H- juitly writien 150, yet it is not true, that the writer ever emploved 159 head-go- 
u:aftahs, or agents, in the fenfe it is applicd by Mr. l erezi, who well knows there are 
mot fifty places in the provinces at which fo many head-gomaftahs, or agents, could be 
advantageouily ftationed by any fingle merchancr. For his juitification, the writer can 
only appeal to his books, now in the hands of his aflignces, wherein it will appear, 
there were not, at any one period, above fifteen different places, cailed csurungs, at 
which he had gomaitahs; which was nothing extraordinary for a merchant in fo exten- 
five a way of bufinefs. 

e See tintes, pages 24 to 2°. and Appendixicls pore’ rfa. 

+ ereis Appendix, page 4c. 

+ Ibid. paze 47. 

§ Ibid. page &7. 

8 Ibid. pace 120. 

G Reports of the Houle of Commons, vol. II. page 202. 

#* Ser the words of Colonel Smith's own letter, ibid. page 291. 
t Forcës Appendix, pège Os. 
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Pler CGershoh who is faid to have been taken from the 2-7. ftetion 
of a critical reviewer; who was made both altiver and mintematler 
for the perfection of the gold coinage; and who was altterwards 
promoted to the important joint—poits of teceretary and member of 
the Selec&t Committee, for the convenient purpotes of his pen and 
vote, found himielr enabled to roturn to Mestrrd to carly as the 
commencement of the year 1768; Mr. Riche Beeder, in the 
month of Taniy trig and Nir. Fumes 
1772. So, hkewite, of the four gentlemen who came trom Ansa s5 
in the month ot * Feérwarey 1766, for the fame purpotes of re- 


forming C.r/cutia, and getting money tlowly, Mr. Ciud Rae] and 
Nits T DDIS Reffall lett Bengal in December 1771; and Mr: Chres 
Pfisver in February 1 T72: 

The candid reader will, therefore, readily admit that, in com- 
parifon with the tew gentlemen whom we have enumerated, the 
writer moved lke a mere fluggard in the acquifition of riches. 
But if to have acquired a fortune honettly was his only crime, he 
has been cttectually punithed ter that alio, fince in contequence of 
the oppreffions of the Prefidency of Calcutta, during the admini- 
{tration of the betorce-mentioned gentlemen, he now dees himielt 
without any fortune at all. 

But Mir. Tere! alleges, that + the writer wasa * great leader of 
s fedition ; and ws fconer was Ramnaut t proved to have committed 
** more than ordinary vielence, than he became this gentleman’s 
‘< agent, confidant, and friend.” 

It has been already thewn, that the writer only attempted to 
affiit that oppretled man, by putting him in a way to obtain 
juftice s and Mr. Fere himfelf acknowledges, that § * to prefer 
‘© a criminal charge to the proper Judges, is the legal right, nay 
* the duty of each individual citizen.” As to fedition, he itood 
fingle, and untupported, tooppote the torrent of injuries that was 
poured forth to overwhelm him. During all his ditputes with the 
Pretident and Council at Calcutta, he never aitked the afiiitance or 


the fuffrage of any man; and he denes Mr. Fereji to give a tingle 





* They took their feats at the board in Caleutt2 on the rith Fejriiary 1766. 

+ Feraj s View, “Fe. page zr. 

t Thefe pretended — were the private allegations of the Preſident and Select 
Committee in 1765 3 and the writer did vot attempt to wiih that iniured man im obtain- 
ng juftice before tril 17638. 

% lereii's View, Se. page 13. 
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proof of his ever having attempted to biais anv man’ 
to influence his actions. His fedir/en7, therefore, was ce 
the compafs of his own breatt. 

Nir. Fereg? and his Council, apprized of the rurtilit. 
other charges againtt this /oce fervent of the Compan. .. a a 
make hima man of great contequence, and at lait have recourte :o 
the ttale trick of atgribing to him dangerous defigns againſt the ttate ; 
altbough his protperity and fortune were more dependent upon the 
Weltare of the Company and the tranquil potlefiion of their acquifi- 
tions than thote of anv other man. then under their government in 
Boagal—Fe had * 4 by dus intrigues endangered the peace aj India.” — 
Atk them upon whatthey ground this charge, and thev will tell you 
he wrote a letter to a + Monficur Gesti who lived at the Court of 
their allv, the Nabob Swjrh al? Dewlah, importing that the King of 
England was going to tend a Governor to Sidi: or perhaps they 
will jntorm vou, he actually furnifhed that Nabob with a ieventy- 
gun f fhip, to oppote the Governor’s landing. 

In fhort, upon a view of the whole proceedings of Prefident Fv- 
ref? and his Council, nothing will be found againit the writer but 
the mo ridiculous accufations, founded only on the bare aflertions 
of. .y men whofe public conduct he had openly arraigned, bat 
never Was the aggrelr; that thote charges, as hath been 

‘re €landeftinely penned againft him, and no opportunity 
en him of juftitying his conduct; that he was even illegally 
‘si d from the office which he held for lite, under the charter, of 


ce S bhis Majefty’s Judges, without being ever called upon to thew 
.. 2 why he fhould not be removed; and that, without having 
-. guilty of any crime or mifdemeanour, he was atterwards fud- 


iv fetzed by a military guard, and forcibly tranfported from Bern- 
salto Enelind. Yet with matchlets bronze doth Mr. ered? make 
the folowing interrogatory appeal to the Public on thete itubjects : 
§ “Was Mr. Baits (whote whole continuance in Bengal was one 
** fcene of complaints, replies, reprintands, and contentions) trant- 
*“* ported unaccuted, or unheard in his defence ?” 


© Mere sv 1ew, £0. page ©. 

t See Appendix F. page 481 

¢ This wasthe model of a ihip completely rigged and equipped, of about five feet long, 
which the writer fent as a curiofity to that Nabob. Burt as/he has not yet di:covered that 
the Prefident and Council have mentioned it in their public difpatches to the £.a/? India 
Directors,” he has reafon to imagine, that this charge, being the molt important of all, is 
kept in sclerve againft him. 

$ P: efis View, Se. page 7. B 
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But there {till remain a few charges that mav be thought to affect 
the wrier in his public as well as private character, of which it is 
neceiiary iome notice fhould be taken before we conclude this 
chapter. 

In the comparative eftimate, given in the firt volume of Confde- 
rations, “Sc. page 62, of the ditterence of advantages between Gover- 
nor Spencers and Lord C/rve’s treaties, in 765. the author is ac- 
cuted by Mr. /re/? of having aflumed *, as a permanent revenue, 
the five lacks per month received from the Nabob Nitin a! Dowlah, 
which,- he fays, by the terms of-the treaty, were to be paid during 
the war with Sujz4 al Dowlah only. Mr. Fered? will not terioutly 
argue upon the facred obfervance of treaties made by the Leaf India 
Company; nor will he give us an inttance of money that was once 
{tipulated for, ever being relinquithed by them or their tervants. The 
writer, however, did not aflume that pytulitum without good grounds ; 
for it was the trrefiftible determination of the Prefident and Council 
to convert that temporary aflignment, of five lacks per month, into 
a + perpetuity. 

Neither was the author of Confiderations wrong in eftimating the 
Zemiundary of the Rajah Bus/wuntfing at forty-five lacks per annum, 
as fubiequent events have fully evinced ; although Lord C/ve was 
pleafed, of his own mere motion, to let the Rajah hold it at twenty 
lacks, for the laft year of it’s being retained for the Coinpany.—But, 
fays Mr. Ferel, Ẹ ** it this revenue was fo extremely improveable, 
‘© why did not Mr. Bs/ts, a Company’s fervant, refident upan the. 
‘ ipot, one intrufted with the management, intimate his opinion to 
e the Council ?”—T he wrriter’s aniwer is extremely eafy: although 
{fecond in Council at Baniras- he was never conitulted on the {ubject ; 
while the country which had but juft been taken, under a lemn 
treaty, 1m perpetuity tor the Company, was as unexpectedly as fud- 
denly given up by Lord Cé#ve, and all the new ftipulatiọns iinally 
executed with the utmott fecrecy, before he knew a word of the 
matter, and betore he had an‘opportunity of giving the Council any 
fuch intimations. 

In the fame page (21) Mr. Vere/? farther iays on this tubject— 
< The eitimate ot Mr. Bc/ts 18 mentioned merely for the purpote or 


* Verel?i's View, &Ac. page 20. 

+ Sve the evidence of RAlah Leycefler, Efg; one of the Deputies who concluded the 
treaty with the Nabdob Miuyim al Dowlas, Reports of the Houle of Commons, vol. III. 
page 305- s 

t lercif?'s View, Gc. pace at. 
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** fhewing his difpofition to miflead. ‘The fituation of the Zemin- 
dary of Bulwantfing would have made it a burthen, ane not an 
advantage to the Company, as the reader will fully underiland 
in his further progretfs.’”’—Neverthelefs, the Company were of 
an opinion fo very different from Mr. Ferel, that in their * general 
letter to their Prefidency at Bengal, of the roth April 1771, the Dı- 
rectors appeared extremely folicitous to regain the territories of Br! 
wanifng, in exchange for the provinces of Korah and then 
held for the King ; efteeming the political interef{ts of the Company 
to be deeply interefted in that event. 

We will not follow Mr. Verelſt in his attempt at wit, on the fubject 
of fudden tranfportation, where he detcribes the + Governor ot Carlcutte 
as a rich tyrant without fubjeéts ; having freanfported all the inhabi- 
tants, and then bought their houtes: becaute to fhew attention to 
fuch matter, when employed to elude folid arguments on the moft 
momentous concerns of mankind, would be equally to merit the 
reader’s contempt.- But among the many imputations which the 
writer is faid to have conveyed by the help of Jtalicks and large 
LETTERS, that concerning the tudden deaths of the Nabobs re- 
quires fome notice. | 

“Ar. Verelfi fays, ** If Italicks mean any thing, thofe Nabobs who 
* vi “:ddénly had their departure haftened by management.”——The 


ae 





vv woot -fles that he did exprefsly mean to convey that idea, 
re t re peét to the Nabob Najim al Dewlah, was not only 
oss wtted.ane-. the natives of the country, but had likewite reached 
te. 2 °™ ++ of || Directors. Munny Becum, the widow of the late 
foo er Fafher Ally Khawen, who perhaps was as well verted in 


“gues of Duarbars and Seraglics as Mr. Verelft, although his 
poses) anyan was at the head of the Cuft-cutcherryvy, did herfelf alto 
svoruun ftrong fufpicions on the fame fubject with refpe€ to her 
Adren 3 as may be partly {een from her written § complaint to the 
Board ot Revenue at the city. 


* See parag. 47. Appendix A. page 257. 

t Verelf's View, Je. page yo. 

t Ibid. page io. 

| See the 11th paragraph of their letter of the 16th March 1768, Appendix A. Num. 
XXXVI. page 177. 

6 See her complaint to the Board of Revenue at Alur/bedisad; wherein, although a 
Mah:mmedan, in the anguifh of her mind, fhe fwears by our Saviour Jesus CHRIST 
that the would lcave J1ur/bedabad to go to the Committee, Appendix A. Num. XLVIIL 
page 245. 
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Yhe deceptive Mafaud of Murfhedabad, circumicribed and infigni- 
ficant a it had been rendered, trom * ** the penetrating inf]. ectiens 
* that had been made by Lorp Clive and Mr. Sykes” for the 
+ §* wifived ed Saovercigus” who were placed in it, {till attorded exten- 
five profpects, with a variety of objects that might exercite the low 
ambition and avarice of tuch men as were fttationed to tupport the 
deception. [tis true, that the fecret fprings of fuch acquifitions as 
have been lately made at the Derer can only be eticQually traced 
in Besea/, and therctore have wot vet been rendercd quite perceptible 
to the public eye fn this country. But the cnormous fortunes which 
have been fuddcoaly amaticd there fully demonftrate the immentity of 
the advantages which {till furrounded the Munud; notwithttandins 
our author is pleafed to allert, } “$ 1t was impoflib'e, contiftentlyv 
s with truth, to fuggeft a motive for the perpetration of fo horrid 
‘© A erinic. 

Untortunatcly, no imputation can be conveyed, either in f{malf 
or large letters; butit, in looking round, it be not direétly appli- 
cable to hinielt, Mr. Verc unmediately fufpects his intimates to be 
aimed at. On the tubject of thete fudden deaths he fays, || ** Left 
*¢ the Males thould cteape the reader’s attention, or as he might not 
‘© know againft whom the intinuation was direéted, Lonp CLIVE 
‘sand AMER- SYKEs, 1n large letters, catch the eye.” 

Mr. erezh, who can tpeak experimentally on the fovereign worth 
of riches; who Knows, asa cek brated author exprefles himiclf, that 
they § ** always procure protection for themiclves, dazzle the eyes 
** of inquiry, divert the celcritw of purtuit, and appeate the terocit 
<< of vengeance ;’" mult acknowledge, that forthe cminency of their 
wealth, fuddenly acquired, none deterve to be diftinguithed in more 
conipicuous charactc:s than the gentlemen whom the writer hatl: 
mentioned. But it is not neceflary to the fubjeét of this chapter to 


° Fide Corvfiteraticns, “ce. vol. i. page 47. 

F Dow's Hintan, vel. II. page So. ‘* The Princes whom we ryfed in Bengal vae 
nimed imperceptibly froum their throces. Lightaud unfulftantial zs the thew of power, 
swith which, as in deriicu, we invefted them, they difappeared, like Romulus, but 

without a ttorm. The bencfits derived from former revolutions created a buve of change > 
* and the Angel of Death, of not cur Jrierd, was very cfhpcrtune in bis freoeuent vilits 22 
“the Mutnud, da the ecurise cf Eve veaurs three Nalzhs expired; and the unfledged So- 
t vereion, who accedcd to the neminzl government of Bengal on the— March of 1770, 
** has already cnioyed, cori lerire tho tinsi, a long reign. WNabcbs, to own the truth, are 
s ufeiefs ; and they are slini Ed to thrir SJathers without either ceremony er noife.” 
t Pereyi's View, See page 12, 

p Ibid. page to. 
§ Rambler, vol. IN. page 139. 


enter 
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enter upon the difcuffion of thofe honourable fervices to which Mr. 
Fereg? alludes in the tame * page. According to that gentleman's 
ideas of moral propriety, fuch actions as prove fuccefstul and lu- 
crative muft, of courie, be honourable. Yet, however we may 
ditter from our author, in characterizing, by very opponent epithets, 
iuch tervices as enabled a traiterous commander ot a body of hortfe 
to dethrone, plunder, and murder his Prince, Mr. Vere/# has made 
it necetlary for the writer to acknowledge, in juftice to the noble 
Lord and his Duréa* Refident, that he did not mean to convey an 
imputation againftt any European whomfoever, for the udden deaibs 
alluded to in the firit part of Coxffderations. 

Not contented with injurioufly endeavouring to bring upon the 
writer, the unmerited-enmity of two fuch great men as Lord Clive 
and Mr. Sykes, Mr. Yerel thus farther attempts to entangle him in 
a dilemma on this fubjeét. + ** By concealing,” favs he, “ his 
** ijufpicion during his retidence in Begal, tubtequent to 1766, þe 
“c incurs the guilt of an accomplice, whether the taét be TRUE or 
‘ FALSE. If he entertained z2 /ajpiciou, iit the reader give a name 
‘% to his prefent attempt.” | 

We will allow, that Mr. Verej? has made a grear progrefs in aca- 
demizii ftudies fince his return trom csal; vet, without the 
‘ro: ol. try of a collegian, this ingenious dilemma might be re- 

: RY — in plain pe thet hed the writer publifhed 
furci: ‘ifpicion during his refidence in Bengal, SUBSEQUENT TO 
Ti > himfelf would have been difpatched to the Nabob. But 
samt, 1 the practice of the period alluded to may be juftly 


= gee eee 
o afm B ! 


t. ish’ 4.. give colour to fuch an affertion, yet, notwithftanding 
vei con t appearances and fufpicions, out of deference to the very 


=< a authorities that have eftablifhed the fact, the writer muft 
© ¥ ackuowicdge, that the Nabob Najim al Dow/ah died of a fever 
in his £ nofe. 

After enumerating various other crimes, which never exifted, 
except in the brain of Mr. Vereli, when intoxicated with power 
and flattery, or difordered by the weight of a government, to which 


Verelſts View, &c. page 10. 

+ Ibid. page 11. 

$ See the Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. HI. page 325. ** And your 
“ Committee find, by a letter from Mr. Sykes, to the Council at Fart Wiiliam, dated 
* 8th May 1766, that the Nabob died that day; and by a letter from Lord Ciive 
* and Genttal Carnac, to the Council, of the oth May 1766——that he died of that 
* fort of fever that affectcth the nofe, and is generally fuppofed incurable.” 








he 





INDIA AFFAIRS. Part it 199 


he was unequal, he thus proceeds in his charges againft the writer. 
* «< Nay, in an information delivered at the Quarter Seffions at 
s Carcutia, upon oath, he there denominates himfelf a loyal fub- 
‘< pect of Great Britain. Yet, when he is called upon, by the 

Englijo Eaft India Company, to anfwer for an interference with 
their exclufive trade in India, their zealous and devoted fervant is 
€ not afhamed to plead, that, as an alen, he is’ not the object of 

thofe laws made for the prote€tion and fecurity of that Company 
in whote fervice he went firft to India.” 

The nature of this plea of aliehage, and the infamy of the pro- 
fecution which made it expedient, have been fully explained and 
expofed in pages 135 to 139. Although the writer never pre- 
tended to be a natural-born tubje&t of Great Britain, he will infift, 
that during his temporary allegiance, he ever aéted as a loyal fub- 
jet, in the ftricteft ienfe of the words. ‘There is, confequently, 
no fuch contradiction in this tranfa€tion as Mr. Vere/# would infidi- 
oufly infer; but, on the contrary, his having brought his com- 
plaint before the Quarter Seſſions, as a Briti/hb tubje@, fhould refleé& 
the greateft honour on him in the eyes of every impartial man. It 
was meeting Pretident Vere/?#? and his Council upon their own 
{ftrongeft ground, when, by availing himfelf of his natural and un- 
alienable birth-right, he might, in the firft inftance, have eluded 
all the chicane with which the charters and aéts of parliament in 
favour of the Company, together with their own bye-lawe, have, 
from their intricacy, abfurdity, and repugnancy to other conftitu- 
tional acts, hitherto enabled the Dire&tors to baffle juftice for any 

iven number of years, when they-.find it convenient to fupport the 
aniguities of their fervants in Jmdrz. If, contrary to the laws ‘of 
nations, the Governor and Council had not chofen to admit of the 
writer’s refidence in Colcutta, upon the fame footing as other aliens, 
or denizens, yet, at any of the foreign fettlements near Calcutta, 
he could have been received with oven arms and h6nours, have 
evaded all the regulations made by them for the government of 
their own fervants and dependants,. and have fet their malice at 
defiance. 

But by the fame deftructive influence which, to the misfortune 
of the Euft Indra Proprietors, and of the nation, has miuifdirected the 
affairs of the Company tor thefe ten years paft; unfortunately alio 
for the writer, every tranfaction in which he has been concerned, 


* Kerelf's View, &c. page 34. 
hovevcr 
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bowever free from muilt, has been perpetually mifrepretemted. Hie 
has teen blamed for actions which merited praile; and even the 
couris of juttice has been itopped, or perverted, tor the lake of op- 
profling him ; while every offer of fuch fervices to his late em- 
plovers, as his {mall abilities put in his power, has been neglect.d, 
either trom party-motives, or tor no other reafon than because fuch 
otter came from him, It was upon luch principles that Mr. Pre- 
fident Jered? rejected the writer’s propofal of railing * fittecn thoutind 
pounds fer annumt, Clear profit, to the Company in Bengal, in the 
fil: petre trade, a branch which he the Prefident had preterred making 
over to General’ Sith and Nir. Claud Raffel. And, upon the fame 
principle, have the Ew Inaia Direéters neglected to adopt the 
printing of the + Benge! language, a icheme that would have becn 
of the utmoft utility and profit in the revenue-departmient, and the 
only pofiible means of rendering a whole nation happy, by making 
them effectually acquainted with the new laws by which they were 
to be governed. 

Having now gone through, and expofed the futility and malice 
of all Mr. Fere/?’s charges, which were meant to affect the writer’s 
public or private character, it may not be improper to take iome 
notice of the f climax of defamation with which that gentleman 
finitheg his introductory chapter. 

¢¢ The Governor and Council were indeed criminal. It was cri- 
a. oF . fora moment, to tuffer the refidence of a man, who, iu- 

ce°  Jent of other demerits, had correitponded with every rival, 
* aud every enemy of the Company ; who had engaged with Mr. 
< Vernet, the Dutch Governor to monopolize the cloth-trade of 
+ Dacca; who had f{candaloufly evaded the execution of covenants, 
‘© which, as a fervant of the Company, he was bound to fubicribe; 
“* who had attempted one, and actually fucceeded in teducing ano- 
«© her, inferior fervant, to betray his truft, in delivering papers 
+ out of the office; who had, from his tirit arrival in Jaa, car- 
‘* ricd on a trade deftructive to the peace of the country; who, in 
‘“* fupport of this trade, had threatened the officers of the Nabob, 
“« and had iffued his proclamation in the ftyle of a Sovereign; whote 
‘* agents, by their intrigues in the dominions of Sujah al Dervla, 


= Appendix E. Num. XXXII. page 375. 
. + Ibid.. A. Num. LVIII. page 285 ; containing afpecimen of the Benga! alphabet 
ja the writer's new projeétcd types. 
t VereYi's View, Oc. pages 41 and 42. 
anad 
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‘ and by falfe intelligence received from their safer, had endan- 
“* gered the peace of India.” 

As every one of the formidable accufations contained in this 

towering pyramid of exaggeration, fo ornamented with exclamatory 
and declamatory flourifhes, have been fully difproved, it will be 
thought futficient, in this place, to declare them all to be infa- 
ouly groundiefs and fcandalous. Such general, vague accufations, 
therefore, without proof of guilt or injury, can only be confidered 
as the impotent efforts of malice, to palliate the many grofs acts of 
injuftice and oppreflion which have been praétifed towards the 
writer, 
This laboured fe€tion is thus concluded by Mr. Vere/f’s writers: 
To fuffer fuch a man in Bengal, was furely criminal. But if 
fuits are now commenced in our Courts of Law, if petitions are 
prefented to the Houfe of Commons, and unwarrantable preju- 
dices are induftrioufly fomented, what might we expeét, had 
ample juftice been done to the Company and to the nation ?” 
in anfwer to this bold appeal to public judgment in a matter of 
much moment, it may be faid, that if it was criminal in the Go- 
vernor and Council to fuffer fuch a man as Bo/ts in Bengal, any 
guilt in them could only arife from notorious criminality in him. 
Why then was not that criminality judicially proved upon him in 
Calcutta, where there were competent Courts for that purpafe, in 
which the all-powerful Prefident Vere/?, and his Council, would 
themiclves have fat in judgment? It was a duty they asved, to 
juftice; to their country; to their employers, and to themfelves.— 
That they did it not, was becaufe they knew him to be guiltlefs, 
and that to have given even the fhadow of juftice to their con- 
duct towards him, they muft have continued the praétice of the 
Select and Secret Committee, have become themfelves the accufcers 
and the judges, or have even counterfeited or forged facts, and then 
fuborned or imprifoned witneffles for evidence, to fubitantiate the 
charges of thcir own creation. 

Had the moft ample juftice been done to the Company and to 
the nation, either in Bengal or in England, government would not 
have been obliged to relinguith the 400,000 l. annual. huf{b-s107Cy, 
nor to lend the Company a million and a half, to fave them from a 
ftate of Lankruptcy, to which they had been reduced by the very 
men Who have now the confidence to infult their injured country 
with public vaunts of their able and faithful fervices ; and who, to 
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the reproach of national juftticc, have hitherto been fuffered to con- 
tinue unmolefted in polmon of their cnonnous fpoil. 

To the laft paragraph contained in Mr. Ferels introduction it 
will fuffice to replv, hat nothing can be more evident than, from 
the facts which we have verified, that all abufes in the Bengal pro- 
vinces, committed by unprotected people, could nave been readily, 
effeCtually, and le ally reftrained, or punithed; that, therefore, it 
is not to fuch perfons that the ruinous ftate of thefe countries, or 
of the Company, could poffibly be owing, but to the exceflive abufes 
of men in power, and of thote protected by them; with, at beft, 
the grofs ignorance, if not colluiive connivance, of fome leading 
Directors in Exghind.—TVhe public clearly fee who have fuddenly 
amaficd imnrenfe wealth ; and they have lately obtained new lights 
anto the means by which it was acquired. “They likewife behold 
the prefent ftate of the Company: againit the evidence of which 
facts, aH the powers of mifrepreientation muft and will continue to 
be fruitlefsly exerted. 

Under fuch perfecutions as the writer laboured, and with fuch 
grounds for complaint, when the Court of Directors had not only 
rctufed him common juftice, on the frequent applications he made 
to them, but even proceeded fo far as daringly to render ineffeétual 
the folemn decree of their Sovereign, by partially with-holding 
from Ant the invariably-ufed means tor fubfifting in the office of 
Alderie:-:-. to which he had been judicially reftcred s and while 
tos snorted every engine of oppreflion to injure him in reputation 


feet? .  ° +  * what could remain to be done by him, or by others, 
ii: cm. 4. i tuations from the fame abuted powers, but what they 
ss -= apreal to the jufticey to the power, afd to the under- 


naing of this nation ?—Whiat the refult of their fo doing has 
hitherto proved, Mr. Verc/? exultingly feels, fince, even parlia- 
Mmecatary inquiries have neither {erved to criminate the complain- 
ants, to exculpate the accufed, or to procure remedies tothe evils 
complained of. And although fuch oppreffions, as are a difgrace 
to the nation, have been proved to have been fuftered in Hindofen, 
from the excefles of detpotifm and rapine, practifed by the ruling 
fervants of a commercial community, vet, trom caules only to be fur- 
mized, have fuch flagrant offenders, not only hitherto efcaped need- 
ful and exemplary juittice, but cven found advocates to vindicate 

their conduct. 
With retpe& to the writer’s particular cafe, he would have been 
mgte happy, uf, from the nature of the Engliſſp laws, üx or feven 
years 
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years had been found fufficient for obtaining legal decifions upon 
the fuite and actions which he was forced to bring againft his 
oppreffors ; as then judicial proofs would have been given of the 
facts which he has now fubmitted to public confideration : to the 
confufion of his enemies, the effectual vindication ot his own cha- 
racter and conduct, and, eventually, to the doing of juftice to his 
injured creditors. Yet, notwithftanding what he has fuffered in 
mind, in fortune, and in his profpeéts in life, from the groficft in- 
juttice, and the unavoidable detects and delay of the law, he is 
happy that, after feven years perfecution, he has been able to force 
Mr. Fereji, and his colleagues, from under the covering of their 
own flimfy difguifes, to a plain difcuffion of facts before the public; 
who can now judge fairly of the conteft of falfhood again{t truth, 
between that gentleman and the writer.— He means not by any 
thing be hath related, to addreís the paffions of his readers.—lIf the 
perufal of thefe fheets fhould conduce to animate thofe who have 
it in their power, to vindicate the injured reputation of Great Bri- 
tain; and, diveited of all national and party prejudices, to procure 
the eftablifhment of fuech legal checks upon detpotitm in Fura, as 
fhall in future fecure the perfons and properties of their tcJlow- 
creatures, and fellow-fubjects, in thole diftant regions, cftecétually. 
from iuftaining tuch wrongs as the writer hath labowred under ; 
from which many through him have innocently tuffered ; and to 
which other perfons are yet cgually expoted : then will he contider 
his private lofles and injuries as the fources of public benefits, and 
even think that the fruits of many years toil, im the whole or his 
tertune, have not been facrificed, from the guilt of others, in vuln. 
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Sea F. IA 


A VINDICATION of the Author, on the Subject of the Moxo- 
Poly of SALT; BerrTLenxncur, and ‘Toracco; eflabtisthed bv 
the Right Honourable PREstpENYT and SELECT COMMITTEE 


of BENGAL, in the Year 176s. 

AVING written, m the firit part of Conféeraiions on India 

Affairs, a whole Chapter on the tubjeét of the famous Mo- 
NoPoOLY of the trade in falt, bectlenut, and tobacco, eftablifhed 
contrary to the intentions, and continued in defiance of the exprets 
orders of the EAſt India DireStors, by Jord Ciree and the Sclect 
Comunittce at Calentiz, trom the years 1765 to 1768, the writer 
will be cautious of troubling the publie with repetitions on the fame 
fubicét.—But, as Mr. Perehi has hkewile appropriated a Chapter 
tor the purpotes of bold denial, or entire mifrepretentation, with 
expreily impeaching the writer’s veracity on this tubject, in order 
to divert the public eye from ſuch acts of a monopolizing and op- 
; live government as, trom the enormity of their guilt, ttand with- 





©. a preeedent in the hittorv of civilized nations, he lores the 
ott, “EG * . ler will exeule his replying thereto, as well tor ie- 
1 pi =< .9n Of attempted deception, as in vindication or his 
— "2? es GQ = her. 


“oo had great advantages on this head, from having trec 
cfu A £ » Company's records. It was, thercfore, fortunate for 
the esgater. who had no tuch aififtance, that after the publication 
of that gertleman’s book, both the Secret and Select Committecs 
ot the Honorable Houte or Commons undertook to inveitigate 
= the trantiactions of this falt-focicty, and have thereby amply fur- 
nifhed him with the means of nis vindication. 

The author of allurted, + that ** the extraor- 
*«¢ dinaryv fhares of the pronmts or this public monopoly, to which 


t tic Select Comnaittce geuthemen had helped themtclyves, were 


* See the gth report of the Secret Committee. Reports, vel. IV. Fags JOO, Ee 
and the ii report of the Se.cée Committee, vol. IIL. pages 461 to 371, 
5 Guacraticns, SC. Vol. |: pice 178, 
> at 





IN DIA AFFAIRS. Part Il 205 


net the only advantages they reaped from it. From the regu- 
lations which they, in their Seleét Committee, had previoufly 
agreed upon, they were firit apprized of the fudden effeéts which 
thofe regulations could not fail of producing, in railing the price 
of falt all over the country. They therefore availed themifelves 
of this fore-knowledge, and eftablifhed a private fociety among 
themfelves, for buying up as much as they could of the ready- 
made falt, which lay diifperfed in different parts. Mr. Verelf, 
who condutted this feparate concern, and was one of their Com- 
mittee, under the cloke ufually affumed on fuch cxtraordinary 
occaffons, of its being tor the ‘benefit of the Company’s affairs, 
was (at his own recommendation)“appointed to a new and un- 


/ precedented employment, that of ftuperviitor of the provinces of 


Burdwan and Miduipore, where great quantities of ialt are pro- 
duced. This gave him an opportunity of atlociating himfelf 
with the junior fervants under him at Bardwan, in a contraé, 
for — to the Committee all the falt produced in that 


province; which he accordingly did, as may be teen in the copy 


of an indenture executed with the Committee on that occafion, 
inferted in the Appendix, Num. 42. page 151.” 
< The concerned in the faid private tociety, which was very 
extenfive in its operations, were the Right Honourable Lord 
Clive, William Brighiwell Sumner, General Foh: Carnac, Harry 
Verei, and Francis Sykes, Eiguires, as may be feen in Num. 
43- of the Appendix, page 158; which is a copy of the ori- 
inal indenture of the aflignment executed by his Lordfhrp, on 
Ris felling his own {hares im the public and private focieties.” 


As Mr. Yereli has induftrioufly exaded anfwering a word on thefe 


fubjeéts, we fhall take the liberty of tranfcribing a few extracts 
from the records of the Honourable Houfe of Commons, as they 
{ftand in the reports of the Seleét Committee already quoted. 


éś 


é% 


* « Having thus ftated the orders of the Court of Directors, 
your Committee think proper to obferve, that the falt-fociety, 
which afterwards took place, appears to have been originally pro- 
pofed at fea by Lord Clive, during his paflage to Judia; and the 
evidence upon. which your committee ground this faét, isa let- 
ter from Lord Ctve to the Court of Directors, dated the rift Fe- 
bruary 1766. 


* Reports, vol. IIT. page 462. 
i <¢ And 
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“66 


ac 


s And it appears to vour Committee, from the evidence of fève- 
ral witneffes herc following, that in the beginning of June, 
being a few days after the arrival of Mr. Fere/? from Chritigong 
and about the time of the third meeting of the Schct Committee, 
a private partnerfhip was formed, in the names of Lord Cre, 
Mr. Sumner, Mr. Feret, and Mr. Sykes, for purchafing large 
quantities of falt, then m the hands of private merchants. Your 
Committee are prevented — the extent of this tranfaétion fo 
fully as they might otherwife have done, by Air. Werelft declin- 
ing to anfwer a gueftion put to him upon that fubjeé? 3 becanfe, as he 
alleged, the Court of Direétors had threatened him with a profecution 
upon falt-concerns, &c. &c. 

* e Mr. Sumner being examined upon the fubjeét of the above- 
mentioned partnerfhip, informed your Committee, that, fome 
time in the month of June 1765, Mr. Ferel? mentioned to him 
his having made fome purchates of old falt upon his own account, 
and, at the fame time, propoted his taking a fhare therein, to- 
gether with Lord CAve and Mr. Sykes, which the witnets agreed 
to; that each of them had a quarter-part, and that Mr. Vere/? 
undertook the management of the concern, and the keeping of 
the accounts; that the witnefs fold his quarter to Mr. Fere/?, 
about the middle of September, for a certain profit; that he had 
at this time advanced his whole fhare of the money required for 
the purchate, amounting to £ 12,500, &e. Se. 

+ ** Your Committee then examined Francis Sykes, Efq; a mem- 
ber of the Houvte; who being afked, whether he remembered 
any partnerfhip between himtelt, Lord Chve, Mr. Sumner, and 


Mr. Feret? daid, That a quantity of falt was purchated by 


— 


them, the time he could not fecollect, but he believed it might 

about two months after their arrival; that the faid {fale was 
bought of many black people, and many Lxg//> gentlemen; Mr. 
Yoon Yabngone, Mr. Haffings’s attornies, and others; that they 
bought it on their own private accounts, and that it was falt 
manufactured the year before their arrival. Boing afked, why 
they dealt themielves in falt, before they had piccecded to re- 
gulate the trade? he faid, Fle did not knotu trat they d'd, previous 
to their entering on the fubject, or to the intention being pub- 
licly Known ; that this partnerthip-falt was not fold to the tociety, 


-~ Reports, vol. JII. pare 463. 
+ lbid. 
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<< but to the country pestile; that the gentlemen concerned were 
“ drawn upon tor money agreeably to their fhares ; that the wit- 
“+ nefles’s proportion was about a lack of rupees; thatthe advan- 
“<< tages of the faid partnerthip, to thofe who continued their con- 
< cern, reckoning lofs of intereft and balances, might be thirty per 
“© cent:.—lde faid, that he did not recolle who made the propotal 
“<< to Lord C/ive relating to this partnerfhip, but that his Lordifhip 
** was not concerned in it from the beginning ; that it was begun 
“ by Mr. Pere/ém@ that the witnets afterwards accepted a concern, 
<¢ and thar, fome time after, Lord C/we and Mr. Suner did the 
‘<< fame. And being afked, whether Lord C/ve entered into this 
s partnerfhip upon his own account, or for the benefit of other 
<: perfons ? he faid, He remembered very well, thut at the time 
<¢ Lord Clive took the concern, he declared he would not benett 
« himfelf fix-pence by it; that he intended the proñts which might 
‘<< arife from it, for Mr. Strachey, Mr. Adafkelyne, and Mr. Ingham, 
«« the furgeon, the three gentlemen who had accompanied him te 
c: India, &c. Se. | 

So far, the parties concerned have themfelves eftablifhed the vera- 
city of the author of Confiderations, &c. But the point which Mir. 
Perel? and his friends have found hardeft of digeftion, was the 
deed of indemnity exhibited by the writer, whereby the noble 
Lord and his Council engaged, under an immenfe penalty, te 
keep up and enforce the continuance of the exclufive trade in talt, 
notwithfunding any orders of the Court of Direéiors to the- contrary, 
and to fave harmlefs, and indemnity the Committee of Trade, who 
were entrufted with the concerns of the fociety, from the confe- 
quences of {fuch difobedience.. 

The fubterfuges of Mr. Verelſt to this proof againit them, are like 
the wily doublings of an old fox at the lait gafp. But it is impoffible 
to do juttice to that gentleman’s dexterity, without tranicribing the 
whole. pailage in his own words, which are as follow : 

* <¢ A wondertul difcovery is now: made of a deed, an unheard- 
‘* of engagement among the Company’s fervants, to fupport each 
e other in a predetermined ditobedience ot orders. It thofe who 
** fo readily adopt this opinion, had contulted the Company’s re- 
* cords tor information, and not to ferve a prefent purpofe, they 
** would probably have read the whole relative to the iubject, and 
“ might, in duch cate, have found every particular entered at large 


E Pere 3 View, pare 171. 
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among the proceedings of the Council, 16th September 1765, and 
tranfmitted to the Directors in the general letter. 

‘© The plan being formed, and fhares ot the fociety diftributed 
among the Company’s fervants, according to thcir refpective 
rank, the conduést of this trade was entrufted to a Committee, 
choſen for that purpofe, who proceeded to make many contracts 
tor falt. But it was ibon found impotlible, without the concur- 
rence of the Council, * to eftablifh the credit of the focicty, fo 
as to raife the neceflary fund for carrying on the trade.” The 
Committee of Trade, therefore, requeit a deed in writing to {c- 
cure to them this trade during the year, ending 31ft of Auguf 
1766. 

‘© Had the Directors thought fit to fund retrofpective orders for 
the abolition of this fociecty, ercéted with the previous afient of 
themfelves and their conftituents, fuch orders could not arrive in 
Benga! before the year was expired. The Council, therefore, 
unanimoufly refolved to indemnity the Committee of Trade, in 
an.engagement undertaken upon the faith of the Company ; and 
as the cldmiral Stevens was not vet difpatched, * it is agreed to 
apply to the Company for permiffion to renew the fame for the 
future concerns, if the plan meets with their approbation.” By this 
deed, the Committee ot Trade became pertonally refponfible for 
the dutics to the Company; the Council, on the other hand, 
engaging to continue the focicty during one year. So little idea 
of guilt was entertained, that none of the gentlemen concerned have 
ever kebt acopy; but the original decd was drawn by Mr. * //1- 
fey VPOD Mr. Belts tuppotes to have been cruelly oppreficd, 
hy tte fan: men who entrufted him with this very dangerous 
coafeurac-. Mr. Belts knew the trantaction would not bear the 
cechiirucčnon he wifhed it to receive. Hoe therefore makes «i0- 
ther + decd, the date of which is fuppreticd, to precede this in 


* Ina note upon this name, Mr. Ferelj? fays, “ Mr. HWeiteal’, an attorney cf the 
Mayor’s Court, was directed to draw out the decd; and the letter of the Commit- 


tee of Trade, and refolution thereupon, which appear in confultations, were tranf- 
mitted to him, as inftruétions for forming the fame. What fhis friend of Mr. &cits 
may kava added, befcre cr fice, it is impoflible ter thefe to fay who have no copy cf 
the deed.” 

+ Upon this word alfo, Mr. Verel/ has the following note: ‘* This deed was’executed 
more than twelve months after the other ;"’ alluding to the dced given in Appcndix to 


Conjiteratizas, vol. 1. page 158, which was only acepy ot Lord Crive’s private deed cf fale 
eof bis ihare of the falt, in partnerffiip with Meffrs. Sumner, Vere//?, and Sykes, and had 
po connexion with the deed of indemaity, now under our confideratica. 
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s“ his Appendix, becaufe it would otherwife have proved, that a 
< difob-dience of orders had never been in contemplation of the 
“© parties. This deed, relating to a period, within which orders 
*¢ were expected to arrive from home, plainly fuppofes fuch orders 
«& would be obeyed, tor it contains an exprefs ftipulation in a par- 
* ticular private contraét upon this event, * that if any order or 
<¢ direction fhall be iflued by the honourable Court of Directors ot 
“© the Eaf India Company in England, by which the taid joint-trade 
“<< in falr, beetlenut, and tobacco, fhall be ttopped, Se.” It was 
“* not,, therefore, the private intention of theie gentlemen to dit- 
“© obey, much lefs would they have fet forth fucks intention upon 
‘“ the public records of the Company, if they had ever entertained 
“© the thought.” 

The reader here fees that Mr. Freret has recourfe to the ftratagem 
of reprefenting the trantaction to have been no fecret, and that every 
particular was entered at large among the proceedings of the Coun- 
cil tranf{mitted to the Directors. To have the appearance of 
a fupport for his bold affertions, he refers * to the contultations of 
the 16th Septenrber 1765, whereon is recorded a letter trom the 
Committee of ‘Trade, confidting only of four members, whereof 
the copartners, Mefirs. Sumner and Ferel, make two, rcequefting a 
deed from the Prefident and Council at large, then confitting ot them- 
felves, with the addition of General Carnac, and the copartners 
Mr. Francis Sykes and Lord Céve, to fecure to the proprietors, 
whom they had been pleated to enrol on their lift, the excluiive 
trade im falt, in the mode in which it had been juit eftablifhed by 
themfelves. 

On reference to thofe prcceedings, in the + Reports of the Houfe 
of Commons, it will appear, that every material circumftance #3 
therein cautioufly fuppretied, while from the words of the minute on 
their iaid Records, the reader is left with an imprefiion that /sme- 
thing was doing agreeable to the honourable Company's orders or 





intentions. Neverthelets, the Sesret Committee of the Houle 
of Commons, t ** having inquired whether the faid decd was trani- 


<< inttted to the Court of Dircctors, they find, by the evidence of 
«< § Mr. Michell and Mr. /felks, that though an account thereof 


+ Pereis Appendix, page 249. 

¢ Reports, vol. IV. page 184. 

4 Jol. pave 107, | ' 
e Lhe Seerctary, and one of ii: deputies at the f:d:a-/one. . 
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‘© was fent, in the manner before-mentioned, it doth not appear rr 
<< the books and correfpondence of the Company, that the faid deed 
“< was ever tranfmitted to the Court of Direétors ° whole orders, OF 
intentions, the parties were, in fact, at that time folemnly engag- 
ing to fet at defiance. 

Leit Mr. Verelſt fhould fail in his evidence of the opennefs of this 
tranfaction, and of its ftrict conformity to the Company’s orders, 
the reader will further perceive, on collating that gentleman’s notes 
with the text, that the author of Con/idvrations, .&c. is fuppofed to 
have confpired with the attorney who drew the original deed, in 
forging the tranfcript that was exhibited to the public in that work, 
of which the innocent gentlemen concerned, unconfcious of guilt, had not 
even — a copy. 

To deteé&t thefe ambidextrous tricks of the ingenious Mr. Verei, 
we muft again crave the reader’s indulgence for tranfcribing the 
further evidence given on this fubject, from the Report of the 
Seleét Committce of the Houfe of Commons, which was as 
follows : 

* © Your Committee proceeded next to inquire inte the nature 
« of the deed mentioned in the former part of this Report, and alfo 
<< in the Report of the Committee of Secrecy, to have been foli- 
« cited by che Committee of Trade, on the 16th September 1765, 
« and-into the tranfa€tions refpeéting the fame. 

<< And your Committee examined Mr. Richard [¥hittall; who 
“ being, afked, If he knew any thing of a deed to protect the {alt- 
“ trade- and to indemnify the Committee of Trade ? he faid, 
e- Yle was a fworn attorney of the Mayor’s Court at Ca/cutta ; that 
s+ in Ogtober 1765, Mr. V erelit applied to him, and gave him infiruc- 
= tons to prepare a deed of indemnity from the Prefident and Council of 
$ cps fo the Committee of Trade; that he accordingly drew onc 
« up, and which upon being fhewn to Mr. Vere/7, he having 
<< made tome alterations, approved of it; that the witnefs after- 
« wards laid a fair copy of it before the Governor and Council for 
« their approbation ; that by direction of the board he made tome 
€ further alterations and additions in his own hand, and engrofied 
« it, and delivered it to Mr. Lawre./, the Secretary to the Com- 
« mittee of Trade; that about ten days afterwards he waited on 
‘© Mr. Lawre//, who defired him to fill up the penalty, and alter 
s the date, which was the 11th of Sepfemder, to iome tubltequcnt 





+ Rerorts, vol. Il. page 470. 
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dıy, to make it confiftent with the other deed from the fociety 
to the Committee of Trade; the date of which had been altered, 
before execution, from the 12th of duguf to the 18th September : 
ard being afked, If he could {peak ith certainty as to any time 
pofterior to which the deed referred to muft have been executed, 
fuppofing it was ever executed? He faid, That in the begin- 
ning of November he rented another houte, where he was very 
certain both the deeds referred to were engrofled; and the ical 
which the decd trom the fociety to the Committee of Trade was 
fealed with, he had from the owner of that houfe after he went 
into it; that, to the beft of his remembrance, he delivered botli 
deeds to the Secretary about the middle of November, about ten 
days after which he altered the date, and filled up the blank for 
the penalty ; that he was, therefore, induced to believe it muft 
be the end of November, or beginning of December, before either 
of them were executed. And being afked, If he had ever feen 
cither of them after they -were executed ? He faid, In September 
1766 he waited on Lord Clive, to receive inf{tructions to prepare 
another deed; when his Lordfhip informed him, that he had 
been perufing thofe two deeds, and which were then laying before 
him on the table; that his Lordfhip obferved to him, that there 
was not any valuable confideration exprefled, and afked him, If 
he thought them valid? That he faid, He could not afcertain 
how far they were valid in law, but that he had- prepared them 
agrecable to the inftruétions he had received. And being afked, 
It he was fure the deed, if ever executed, muft have been exce- 
cuted after the 15th Oégfober 2? He faid, He was pofitive of it. 
And being afked, with what fum the blank for the penalty was 
filled up? He faid, He believed 390,000 l. and that Lord Chre 
talked of thofe deeds to him as deeds executed. And being 
aiked, Whether he had any inftruétions to keep this tranfaction 
{fecret ? He faid, He had not; but that he never did mention it 
to any body but Mr. Banks, which was in the year 17693; that 
he did not mention it, becaufe he thought it was a matter that 
fhould not be made public, from the nature of the tranfaction, 
it bcing an agreement to carry on a trade contrary to the orders 
of the Company. And being afked, What were his motives 
for mentioning it to Mr. Banks, after keeping’ it fecret for three 
wears ? He iad, That talking to Mr. Bants, whom he cftecmed 
his friend, about a contract he had made for the Committce of 
Trade, he mentioned it in common converfation. And being 
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afked, VVhen, and on what occafion, he firt mcntioned the dezd 
in Fxeland ? He taid, "That he mentioned it foon after his arrival, 
which was in Noveméer 1770, becaute he thought it ought to be 
made public, ‘and that he was not bound in honour to keep it 
fecret; that he firt fpoke of it to Mr. Bo/ts, and in December 
1771, was called before the Court of Directors to be examined 
about it. The copy of the rough draft of the deed produced 
by Mr. Whittall, zs referred to in the above evidence, is here- 
unto annexed, Num. 63.” 

* e ‘Then William Brightwell Sumner, Eſquire, being afked, Ff he 
knew any thing of a deed entered into between the Governor and 
Council, and Committee of Trade, to cnfure the carrying on 
the falr-fociery for one year ? Said, That fuch a decd was en- 
tered into; the exprefs terms of the deed he did not recolle& ; 
but he faid, he confidered it as an engagement on the part. of the 
Proprietors, to pay to the Company certain ftipulated duties ; 
and on the part. of the Governor and Council, to fecure to the 
Proprietors the carrying on that trade for the fpace of one year, 
or to faye and bear them harmlefs. Being afked, Whether an 
mention was made of that deed by the Governor and Council 
upon record? He referred your Committee to the confultations 
16th Septenzber 1765, and to the goth and 41{t paragraphs of the 
letter-from the Governor and Council to the Court of Dire€ors, 
dated the 3oth of September 1765, (copies of which are annexed 
in the Appendix to the fornrer + Report of this Committee.) 
And Mr. Sumner being afked, Whether the deed, whieh he had 
formerly faid was executed, was drawn up by Mr. Wéuittall ? He 
an{wered in the affirmative. 

«< Some days after the above examination, Henry Strachey, Efq; 
a member of the Committee, produced a paper, which he faid 
he believed to be a copy of the deed of indemnity to pretect the 
fociety of tne falt-trade : That he ordered a copy to be made 
when he was ip Bengal in 1766, or Futmuary 1767; that the 
paper is in the hand-writing of Mr. W iam Hippiſſey Coxe, who 
was in his f office at that time, as to the body of it; and that 
the names of the contracting parties fubicribed to it, and the 
indorfement, are in the hand-asvritivg of Mr. M illiam /¥ynne, who 
was alfo an affliftant in. his.office ; and that he believed it to be 


* Reports, vol. HI. page 47 t. 

+ Ibid. page 388. 

t As private Secretary to Lord Clive. — 
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*¢ he copy he fo ordered to be made. And being afked, When 
he found that that copy was in his poffeffion ? He replied, A 
& few weeks ago, but could not fay exactly. And being afked, If 
‘s he could fay, that the deed was executed before the 15th of 
s OFaber 1765 ? He faid, Fle did not know when it was exccuted. 
“¢ And vour Committee have aHo annexed a copy of the iud deed 
“* produced by Mr. Strachey, Num. 64.” 

‘¢ Your Committee having thus ftated all the circumftances they 
“* have been able to collect refpecting ‘the deed of indemnity in 
“< 1765, they think proper to remark, that by a letter from the 
& Committee of Trade, dated the 15th of Friy 1767, entered in 
*¢ general confultations of the 27th of the fame month, it appears, 
“ that a feecond deed of indemnity muft have been entered into 
~ with the Committee of Trade for that year, vie. Mefirs. Cartier, 
“* Rujfell, Alderfey, and Fffoyer; but no fuch deed has- appeared 
t before your Committee, nor can they difcover any traces of it in 
** the records of the Company.” 

‘Fhe copy of the deed above referred to, as produced by Mr. 
Strachey, contains the exprefs words on which the charge of dit- 
obedience is founded; and differs in no material circumftance from 
that- exhibited by the author of Confderations, except the penal fum, 
which in Mr. Strachey’s. copy is filled up with eight ‘acks of cur- 
rent rupees.—But for the further fatisfaction of the curious-reader, 
on the fubjeét of this falt-monopoly, and the difobedience of the 
Select Committee to the orders or the DireCors, we beg leave to 
refer him to a general view * of the proceedings, held voth in 
England and in Bengal relative to this bufinefs, as drawn up from 
the records of the Company, by an old and able fervant of their 
own.—He will therein perceive, that after the receipt of repeated 
orders from the Direétors, for the abolition of this falt-monopoly, it 
was, neverthelefs, ‘* kept «5, continued, and enforced,” agreeably tothe 
engagements in the refpective bouds of indemnity ; and even. after 
the faith of the Calcutta government Lad been repeatedly pledged to the 
matives, by public refolutions and advertifements, for abolifting the ſociety, 
and encouraging them to embark again in the falt-trade. 

In the further difcuflion of the fubject of our prefent confidera- 
tion, we cannot but expofe the great reluétance with which. the 
members of the Select Committee relinquifhed this their moft fu- 


»* Appendix A. Num. XLVI. pare 22¢. 
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vourite of all monopolies, and the hypocrify which they practife 1, 
when no fubterfuge was left them for evading the Company’s orders. 

They had already, in September 1765, acknowledged, that the 
* intereft of the Nabob, with regard to falt, was no longer cen- 
cerned, as the whole of the dutics belonged to the Company, who 
+ poflefiing territorial jurifdiction, and having become the } Sove- 
reigns of a rich and potent kingdom, were not only the collectors, 
but the proprietors of-the revenues, while the || Nabob’s power was 
kept up only in appearance. In fhort, they had, as hath been be- 
fore fhewn, in the moit exprefs terms acknowledged the fact. that 
they had transferred all power to themfelves, and that there exifted 
no other government in Bengal. 

Yet forgettul of what they had fo lately written, in their letter 
dated Calcutta the 24th January 1767, Lord Clive, Mr. Verel/i, Ge- 
neral Carnac, and Mr. Sykes fet torth the evils that would accrue 
from reftoring the former freedom of this trade, in the —— 
words: 5WVe are now directed totally to renounce all fhare in an 
& benefit arifing from this trade; it muft be made over to the na- 
4 tives; THE GOVERNMENT muft- of courfe come into poffeffion; nor 
* can it be carried on otherwife than upon the ancient footing of 
‘“ farming it out to minifters, officers, favourites, and dependants on 
<* the Government, who will rear immenie fortunes upon the oppref- 
& fion ard ruin of the Public, in de/pite of our utmoft influence and en- 
t deavours.” 

The intervention of fix months-having obliterated the recollection 
of that unavoidable ruin and oppreflion which were denounced in this 
letter, the Retident at the Durbar, in Auguſt 1767, $ tranimitted to 
the Seleét Committee the outlines of a phan for putting the making 
and the felling of all the falt prodwced in Bengal under the direction 
and management of the Nabob’s officers. The profits, which under 
the monopoly had been divided into fixtv fhares, might have been 
thereby diftributed among ‘‘ the miniffers and odpcers of THE GO- 
t VERNMENT ;” a icheme which appeared fo glaring that it was 
se chiefly,” if not wholly, on that account rejected by the Committee, 
who now gave it as their opinion, that * ** jufice required the privi- 

* Reports, vol. IIL. page 523. 

+ Lord Cirve’s Letter to the Directors of the 30th September 1765. 

7 — Committce’s Letter to the Direétors of the 30th Seft. 1765, par. 29 and 38. 

Ibid. 

Reports, vol. ITI. page 527. 

q See Appendix A. Num. XXVIII. page 160. 

® Appendix A. page 161. 
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ce Jere of making falt foould be reftared to th fe porvfens whs fornieriv de- 
rood therr filyijlence [rom it, and who had 13 otber means of providing 
for foes 

“About the very fame period of time, when the Court of Directors 

were framing their orders for reftoring this trade to the natives, the 
noble projector of the monopoly, ansxioufly tolicitous to perfuade 
them to reliaguith their detign, and confirm the trade to the Select 
Committee as before, boldly repretented to the Courr, that ** the 
Ú natives, having never enjoved the advantages thev propofcd to 
‘© give them, would be afunifhed at fo unexpected and extraordinary 
<6 an indulgence.” Among other arguments cqually sigenious and 
fr sface, which may be icen at large in his letters to the Directors 
‘ot the 28th Aasu and 14th November 1767, his Lordthip + urged, 
that it would be a convenient means for rewarding the fervants and 
fhutting the door to the folicitations of Noblemen to provide for the 
younger branches of their families; which he reprefvnted as a mea- 
fure that might be apprehended, if rewards were beftowed from a 
commiffion granted either upon the Company’s inveitment or their 
revenues. 

But the fame noble Lord, who had thus recommended a plan to 
exclude the fons of the Nobility, was the firft man who had dealt 
largely to himielf a commitlion of one and one-eighth per cent. upon 
thote } revenues, amounting to near thirty thoufand pounds fer" annum: 
and Pretfident Ferel, who by repeated advertifements had pretended 
to abolifh the monopoly ; who Ey public edicts had invited the na- 
tives to the making of falt; and who on the zd Sef/ember «767 hid 
acknowledged that juitice required the privilege of making falt thould 
be reftored to thofe native: who had been deprived of the means of 
providing tubtittence tor their tumiles; was the fame gentlcman 
who, in -Jugu 1768, teverely reprimanded j| Muhommed Reza Kharon, 
for having, even then, permitted the Fowzdar of ficog/y to futter 
the native merchants to remove their falt; alleginy that the Com- 
mittee’s term Was not yet expired. 


+ Reports, vol. III. pages 528 and 529. 

t Appendix A. page 237. 

¥ Ibid. B Num. XXV. XXVI. snd XXVII. pages 297 and 298. It was in confe- 
quence of fuch orders as are here referred to, that the poor inhabitants had their fate 
wathed away, asrclated in a note to Conjderutisnas, ec. vol. I. pages 201 and 232; on 
which occafion the writer had feen above ivo hundred of the falt-makers furrounding 
the Goveinor’s palanqueen on the high rosd, and failing proftrate on their faces before 
him, to induce him to fuffer the removal of their falr, before it was wafhed away. 
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Having now tufficiently expoted the hypocrif¥, and fixed the proof 
of the difobedience and intercited combinations practifed among the 
members of the felt-praiting and telt-deiying Committee of Refor- 
mers, at Calcutta, it becomes neceflary to examine a few other cir- 
curnftances attending this extraordinary citablifhiment. 

for the purpoſe of impofing a belict, that this monopoly, as con- 
ducted by the piroxs Committee, had been really a bencfit to the na- 
tives, itis afferted Mr. Verelſt, that * ** Mr. Sumrer, who was 
‘ indefatigable in adjufting every part of the plan, actually jearched 
‘e about twenty years back ; and the price was, in coniequence cr 
** this refearch, tixed at the teveral markets, to which the Yociety 
“© tranf{ported íalt, full httcen per cent. lower than the price at which 
% it utually fole. From thete markets it was carried by the natives, 
** fo that the contumer mutt purchate his fale for leis than had been 
** ordinarily given.”’ 

+ ** A difficulty will here occur to the mind of the reader: how 
& could the falt be fold at the uiual price, when the Company and 
& Proprietors received each a profit >” j 

To reconcile this difficulty, much labour is taken by Mr. erci, 
in the fame page, to impote a belief, that during the former ftate of 
the falt-trade, trom the heavy duties which the Nabob’s officers col- 
flected, the ex.ortions they practited, and the vexatiots delays which 
they ocenfioned, the native merchants were much worite off than 
under the admuiniitration of the Select Committee. In further tup- 
port of tine paradox, a quotation ts hkewite given trom a pamphlet 
publithed by Mr. Arcnibald Keir, when he was foliciting to return 
to Indiat, to execute the plan propoted in his publication, tor an affixe 
on falt. From this pamphlet Nir. Fereg? has teleéted the compli- 
mentary opinion of that gentleman, f that the fociery for the trade in 


* Veres View, page 112. 

+ Ibid. page tig. . 

t Ibid. page 145. Mr. Jerej? hath not given a faithful grotation from Mr. Xeir, 
whofe words are as follow: * Atter all, however, on the moft cool and impartial reflec- 
“ tion, I do not think, that the monopoly, as inftituted by Lord Clive and the Select 
4 Committee, was iv detrimental and ruinous to the country as has been afjerted; nav, 
‘© J am rather of a contrary opinion; for thofe articles were not enly not fold dearer, bur, 
st indeed, at a lower rate, during the monopoly, at moit places at lealt, than, at a mce- 
s dium, had been done for many years before; while there was a fixed price upon them, 
« which, no doubt, would have becn of advantage to the people, had it been continued, 
* particularly with regard to ialt. As to the propriety or impropriety of the Company's 
** allowing ‘uch a mouopoly, and to preat a revence to their fervants, it is foreign to my 
“* purpole to inqui'e into it here.” See Thoughts on the Affairs ot Bengal, by sireki 
Ker, Efe: <772, page sT: i 

{ait 





INDIA AFFAIRS. Part IL 217 


falt, beetlenut, and tobacco, inftituted by Lord C/ve and the Sele& 
Commi ‘tee, was fo far from being detrimental to the country, that 
thofe articles were fold at a lower rate, during the monopoly, than 
they had been for many years.—Then follows a long and perplexed 
detail of the prices of {alt at different places, before the cftablifhment 
of the fociety in queftion : at which period, according to Mr. Sume 
mer’s e{timate, that article is faid to have been known at Patna as 
high as feven hundred rupees per hundred maunds. 

We are not informed where Mr. Sumner fearched for his informa- 
tion, nor do we know any period, previous to the eftablifhment of 
the fociety, when falt fold at Patna tor feven rupees per maund, ex- 
cept one, and that was when the Nabob himfelf, by way of making 
a prefent to the Chief of the Exg/i/h factory, took off all his falt at 
a very high price, and, to indemnify himfelf, caufed it afterwards to 
be retold, at even an advanced rate, to the natives. If Mr. Sumner’'s 
medium-prices were formed upon fuch data, we need not be fur- 
prized that Mr. Vere/# has cautioufly avoided to exhibit a copy of the 
eftimate; which, we will venture to pronounce, would, in no cir- 
cumftances whatever, warrant the conclufion drawn by that gen- 
tleman. 

With refpeét to the duties and exactions, Mr. Vanfittart, whe took 
great pains to collect information on that fubjeét, upon his journey 
up the country, when he fettled the treaty with the Nabob Coffin 
Ally Khawn, reckons the regular or legal duties on falt from Cal- 
cuita to Patna at fifteen per cent. and, with all the exactions on tie 
way, at fomething better than twenty-five rupees * per hundred 
maunds. ‘This was during the reign of as tyrannic a Nabob as ever 
fat on the Mu/nud; and Mr. Vere/# ucknowledges +, that by the f~- 
ciety’s plan in 1765 a duty of thirty-five per cent. and by the plan of 
the year 1766, a duty of fifty per cent. was levied for the Company. 

Having had as extenfive dealings in falt as Mr. Sumner or Mr. Keir, 
the writer may be very juftly excufed from giving up his knowledge 
of that bufinefs to the opinions of either of hat gentlemen. But as 


* Sce Vanfittart’s Narrative, vol. II. page414. * By all the informations I could get 
“ on this fubje€t, I find, that from thi:-place to Patna the King’s duties are collected on 
falt at fix different places, viz. Hesgly; Maurfbedabäd, or Jellinguce; Ragemabl,; 
‘* Canragclab; Baghelfpscr; and, finally, the Dewannee-duty, upon the fales at Patna. 
“ The amount of thefe, reckoned at the loweft of the feveial informations I took, was 
‘* more than twenty-five rupees Jer hundred maunds ; or if we reckon them at what is 
“ faid to be the regular King’s duties, at every place where duties are collected, that is, 
© two and a half fer cent. the amount will be fifteen fer cent.” 
+ Ferels View, notc, page 116. 
E e MIr. 
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r ae . om DES 3 | 
Mr. Ferel? has chofen to quote Mr. Keù`s pamphlet, we will alfo 
avail ourfelves of the fame evidence for confuting of both our authogs 


and his favourite authority. 








sH = 
According to Mr. Ker (page 75 of his pamphlet) = = = 
the original price paid by him, at the pans, to the 
falt-boilers, was for every * 100 maunds, Arcot rupees 25 210 si Oo 
The charges and riik of carrying it to Patna, with 
which, he favs (page 76) he is well a ng EE: he 
eftimates at 6 annas per maund, but thinks it may be 
done for lefs. At that rate the hundred maunds will 
rk 5 2 fie © & eee ee et ke Sree se 
62:.%3 .0 
Mr. Keir further fays (page 77) * that where boats 
‘ are good, and the people really honeft, there will 
** not be a lofs of two per cent. in the whole tranfport 
* of it to Patna :’ but to avoid cavil, let us admit it 
to be ca = = = a + fe Ww ~~ ew wow la gga a 6 
67.6.6 


Now lct us take Mr. Vanfttart’s eftimate at 25 ru- 
pees fer 100 maaunds, tor the duties, exactions, and 
extortions on the road, during the government of the 
moit tvrannic Nabob3; or, to avoid a cavil, let us even 
take the rate eftablithed by Lord Clive and the Sele& 
Committee of Calcutta, during the laft year of their 
monopoly, which was 50 per ceva. valuing the 100 
maunds at go rupees. This gives us the ium of . LS 4:8 « S 








And, next let us allow for unforeſeen petty charges 


not herem provided for, and fora reafanable profit to 


the merchant, largely, in the fum of . s . . a 20 aa a6 








166 «= Öv oO 
SS Ss 

* For the fatisfiction of fuch readers as may be defirous of conviction from their own 
calculations, it may be neceflary to premife, that the rupec called srest, upon which this 
computati n is founded, is fuppofed to be worth two fhillings and four pence. The fubdi- 
vifions of a rupee are, each rupce 16 annas, and each anna 12 pice. The maund is efti- 


mated at 80 pounds avoirdupoize ; and it’s fubdivifions are, cach maund 40 feers, and 
each {cer 16 chittacks. 
| We 
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We have then the m of one hundred and fifty rupees for the 
hundred maunds, or one rupee anda half for the price at which each 
fnaund of ialt might be afforded to be ſold, by a reatonable merchant, 
at * Patna; where, according to Mr. Samers efttimate of the me- 
dium-prices, calculated to juttifv the inftitution of the monopoly, it 
was found to have been, before the eftablithnient of ths foeiery, at 
loven rupees fer maund: and where, according to Mr. J erci +, the 
highett price, after that cftablifhment, was four rupees fer maund. 

This calculation trom Mr. Arua of the coii of lalt, trantported 
from the pans to Petna, will obviate what Mr. Ferch objects, that 
te NPr. Beis teems to have formed all his cflumates upon the price 
‘© which fale bore at Cu/catAr, without making any allowance for the 
t advantages which the interior country experienced. ” — Neverthe- 
leis, it wall be ditficulr to allign a reaton that thall be tatistactoryv to 
a rational merchant, why the price at Cu/cetta fthould not be taken 
as the only balis whereon to calculate the rates at which talt mught 
be aftorded at all other inland markets ; feeing that Calcutta had be- 
come the capital city, port, and emporium of the provinces, for ſalt 
and every other commodity. - But when it is farther contidcred, that 
the Pretident and Council of Calcutta were not only become the un- 
controuled legiflators to regulate the duties, but alio the executive 
magiftrates, if they pleated, to prevent abutes in the collection of 
them, this objection of Mr. Vere/# will be found to confit of nothing 
but words, without a meaning. 

The only error which the Author of Confiderations hath committed, 
In treating upon this monopoly, is, his having eitimated the amount 
thereby collected trom the natives of Bengal at || 673,117/.—whereas, 
by lights which he hath fince acquired, he finds it thould at leaft be 
rated at double that fum.—lIt is notorious, that in the years 1753 
and 1754 Cogee IT azeed, whole cxample the noble Lord hath § quoted 
as an authority for the juitification of his eftablifhment, fold his falt 
in Calcutta at trom forty to fifty rupees per hundred n.aunds, as can 
be proved by feveral gentlemen now in England. .jt is alio well 
known, that Mr. Sinner, whote indetatigable retearches have Leen ap- 


* It appears by a letter of Mr. Ashert MaJddijen, late Perfran Tranflator vo Mr. Verei, 
that even in January 1769, while the éHeéts ot the monopoly fill prewalied, that ventie- 
man could tianfport fait to Patra which did oot fand him in above cne rupee fourteea 
annas ger mauud, expences: included. See Appeodix A. pase 193. 

+ View of Be :zal, note, page 117." 

¢ Ibid. page 116. 

\) Confeleraticns, Gc. vol. I. page 188. 

§ Reports, vol. Ill. page 529, and Lord Clive’s fpeech goth Murch 1772, page 23. 
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pealed to by Mr. Veres#, as a fanétion for the very low prices efiab- 
dithed by the Committee, had himfelf, in the year 1758, extentive 
dealings ir talt, which he purchafed at thirty-five rupees per hundred 
maunds : and, upon an examination of the books of the Government 
at Hooc/y, in the year 1764, the whole of the duties there collected 
on {talt appeared never to have exceeded fifty thoufand pounds fterling 
per annum. Unlefs, therefore, no ideas can be affixed to words, or 
truths cannot be deduced from facts and arithmetical computations, 
we may fafely defy any man to juftifv the eftablifhment of the mo- 
nopoly under contideration.—The very attempt is an infult on com- 
mon fenfe; nor can a better argumént ever be offered in it’s fupport, 
than that which was given, with fo great applaufe and fucceis, by 
the noble monupolift, in his own juftification before the Commons 
of Great Britain, drawn from the abundant abilities of the poor na- 
tives to pay the Committee-prices for their falt, from their abftinence 
and ————— in their food, apparel, and edifices. His Lordfhip’s 
swords were as follow : 

* « The loweft wages in Bengal are two rupees a month, which is 
‘* twenty-four rupees, or three pounds per annum.—The poor can 
‘© {carcely be faid to be at any other expence than for eating :—they 
s drink nothing but water—they wear no cloaths—their houfes are 
‘<< built with inud or clay, thatched with ftraw.—Now I leave the 
‘¢ Houfe to judge, whether the expence of from fifteen — to two 
‘* fhillings and fixpence a year for twenty pounds of falt, even to 
** thefte, the very pooreft of the inhabitants, can be a gnevance ?” 


+ Lord C&we's fpeech 30th March 1772, page 22. 
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CHA Fo As 


Ox the INCONSISTENCY of ConpbucT, Inraurrous DEcEP~ 
TIONS, and INTERESTED ABUSES of AUTHORITY, of the late 
PRESIDENTS and MEMBERS of the SELECT COMMITTEES of 


BENGAL ; and on their LavisH PROFUSION of the PROPERTY 
of the PUBLIC. 


— tesa aa oe every other part of this work fur- 
| nifhes a variety of facts in proof of fuch iniquities as are the 
immediate objects of our Confiderations under the prefent head, it was 
found impoffible to do juftice to our fubjeé&t without fetting a-part 
a diftinct Chapter for the purpofe of collecting together a few other 
facts not eliewhere difcufled; fame of — appear wholly un- 
known to the public, while others, although mentioned in the Eaf 
India Reports, now before the Houfe of Commons, are involved 
in fuch voluminous obfcurity, as to elude the patience of the gene- 
rality of readers. 

It has been fhewn, in a preceding Chapter, that, in April 1765, 
Lord Ciive, at Madra/fs, diicovered the ve * flounfhing condition 
of the Company’s affairs in Bengal. By his Lordthip’s account, in 
November 1765, their revenue, + exclufive of all expences, amounted 
to one million feven -hundred thoufand pounds fterling per annum ; 
and his Lordfhip, with Mr. Ferel and the reft of the Secret Com- 
mittee, aflured the Directors, in January 1766, that t the happy 
profpect was daily opening to their view, of fecurity and opulence 
to the Company ; while, money flowing into their treafury ; con- 
tentment exprefied by the comntry-government; and peace diffufing 
its bleffings throughout every diftriet of the Nabob’s dominions, were 
to them the moft pleafing tceftimonies of the rectitude of the mea- 
fures they had purfued. | 

Among the other great benefts derived from their government, 
they advifed the Directors, in December 1766, of the great § addi- 


* Appendix A. pages 32 to 34, and Reports, vol. III. page 404. 

+ Appendix A. Num. XI. page 40. 

+ Reports, vol. III. page gis. 

§ Ferels Appendix, page 38. : 
tion 
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tion that had alreadv been made to the current fpecie of the country, 
by their new-eftablifhed gold coinage; and Mr. Ferelf, with the 
reft of the Committee, were unanimoufly of opinion with hits 
Lordthip, in January 1767, that the * profperity of the Coni- 
panv’s attairs in Bezgal was fixed upon a folid and permanent bafis ; 
that their revenues were increated bevond what thcy ever before 
produced, without opprefling the inhabitants; and thet their inveft- 
ments might be furnithed, expences civil and military paid, and a 
large quantity of bullion be annually fent to CA4/az, without import- 
ing a fingle dollar. 

After the departure of the noble Prefident, his fucceflor, Mr. 
Ferel, and the Committee, in their + letter to the Directors of the 
roth February 1767, fill dwelt upon the then flourifhing condition 
of the Company’s affairs; the ftate of which, and of the whole 
country, they faid, was fuch as afforded ** the moft pleating ailem- 
<e blage of fortunate circumftances, and of profperous cvents, that 
*& had occurred at any period.” 

But mark, good reader, what different fcenes began to appear 
within the fpace of only feven months. 

In September 1767, Prefident Ferel? and his Committee fet forth 
at large, in their letter to the t Directors, the then untoward 
fymptoms o£ the decline of the trade, and currency of the pro- 
vinces ; the fatal effects of which they began to expcrience in the 
moft alarming degree. 

Tire gold-coinage, which, in December 1766, was reprefented to 
have added fo immenfely to the current {pecie of the country, was 
forced to be fuppreffied in July 1768, being § ‘* one of the principal 
< caufes of the bankruptcies among the fhroffs and merchants.” 

—In November 1768, Mr. Vere/@ and the Select Committee further 
reprefented to the Court of Directors, that || trade was totally put 
a ftop to, and the fettlement in a itate of bankruptcy; that the 
moft reputable men in the fervice could with difficulty procure 
filver fufficient for the payment of their fervants wages ; and that 
they expected fhortly to be obliged ‘* to collect the revenucs in the 
* commodities produced in the country, without having a protpect 
“* of vending them at any rate; as the merchants would be totally 
*¢ deprived of the means to purchate them.” 


* Reports, vol. IV. page 153. 
4 Verelf?’s Appendix, page 47. 
s Ibid. page ṣọ. 
§ Appendix B. Num. XXII. page 296. 
l Verelj?’s Appendix, page 36. 
By 
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By letter of the 21ft March 1769, they informed the Prefident and 
Sclect Committee at Forz Sr. George, that * Bengal was in the moft 
declining condition ; that the Company’s new-acquired advantages 
had been placed in the moft exaggerated light, and their fituation 
was then fo critical and precarious, that they had refolved to curtail 
the Company's inveftment : which they afterwards reduced to forty- 
five lacks of rupees. 

On the sth pri] 1769, Mr. Ferel acquainted the Directors, that 
+ though they had then little reafon for fears from abroad, vet the in- 
ternal itate of the provinces was a matter of real concern ; and unlefs 
provided tor by ipeedy and ettectual meatures, they muft ** moulder 
“ into ruin of themfelves, without the intervention of any enemy.” 

Ata confultation, held the 16th Auguſt 1769, tne Sclet Com- 
mittee were alho unanimoufly of opinion, * that the then ftate of 
“© ot the revenue, public and private commerce, manufactures and 
‘ agriculture, was tuch as gave room for the moft furious appre- 
‘s hentions, and that the decline in each of thofe grand concerns 
had {pread itfelf fo as to produce a moft alarming crifis in the 
< Company’s affairs.” And in the 39th paragraph of the general 
letter trom Bengal of the 25th Sepremser 1769, the Directors were 
further intormed, that $ /uch cas the firgnation of trade and general 
decay cf credit, that the mè opulent among fi the native merchants, cr in- 
habitints of the Prefutencyv, preferred locking their cah up in their chefs, 
to the lending it att intercfi, even to the mofi relpectabhle chavaler among fi 
the Company's fervants. i 

Such were the blefſed effects, in Bengal, of the much boaftcd 
regulations eftablifhed tor the government of a commercial Empire, 
by a ielt-prailling Secret Commiittec, alternately takin upon them- 
{elves the bufinets of merchants, foldiers, inquifitors, Judges, legit- 
lators, and «executive, magiitrates, during the period under con- 
templation. 

Nor were the unremiutted endeavours of this Committee lefs fuc- 
ceefsful in their private traducements ct the whole body of the Com- 
pany’s fervants, civil and military; for by conttantly and fecretly 
acculing them of rapacity, notorious corruption, mean Vonclhty, 


and of every ipecics of vice and immorality, they fo far impoted 


á 


on the Dircetors, that in the 3d paragraph of their § letter of the 


éć 


* Reports, vol. IV. page 360. 
+ dures: s Appendix, pice 114. 
t Reports, vol. IV. page 416. 
4 Ibid. page IpI. 
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15th May 1766, that Court were weak enough to write to the noble 
Prefident as follows: 

<< We have the ftrongeft f¢nfe of the deplorable ftate to which 
‘¢ our affairs were on the point of being reduced, from the cor- 
« ruption and — of our fervants, and the univerſal depravity 
‘s of manners throughout the fettlement; we agree entirely with 
« your Lordfhip, that the train our affairs were then in, would in 
‘¢ a very few months have brought us to a moft dangerous fitua- 
“* gion? 

Yet this fudden danger of ruin to Bengal was not owing to the 
fervants under Council; for fuch had been the rapid and aftonifhin 
effects upon the whole community, of the ‘* wholefome and feafon- 
<c able correétion’” of thole wonderful reformers, that in a letter, 
dated fo early as the 28th of March 1768, Mr. Feret affured the 
Direétors, + he had as great an opinion: of their then fet of fervants 
in general, as of any one body of men; andthe Lord Clive, who 
nad firft raifed the clamour againit them, was the firft to pronounte 
their panegyric in the Briti/fb Senate. .After laying all their faults 
upon their banyans in Jadia, the noble orator thus proceeds: 

t “< Hence, Sir, arifes the clamour again{ft the Engliſb gentle- 
& men in Jazdia. But look at them in a retired fituation, when 
<< returned to England, when they are no longer Nabobs and So- 
če vereigns of the eatt ; =fee if there be any thing tyrannical in 
<< their difpofition towards their, inferiors ;——fee it they are not 
« pood and humane matters ; Are they not charitable? Are 
*¢ they not benevolent? Are they not generous? Are they not 
“<< hofpitable ? If they are, thus far, not contemptible members 
‘<¢ of tociety, and if in all therr dealings between man and man, 
e their conduct is ftri€étly honourable : If, in fhort, there has 
<< not yet been one charaéter found amongit them fufficiently flagi- 
€ tious for Mr. Foore to exhibit on the theatre in the Haymarket, 
« may we not conclude, that if they have erred, it has been be- 
“ cauic they were men, placed in fituations fubject to little or no 
+% controul.”’ 

It is certain, that between the Nabob in Jazdia, mounted on his 
elephant, with his § Nakeebs running before him, and the plain 














* See the r .mes of the gentlemen at that time in the direction, Appendix page 123. 

+ Verclif’s Appendix, page 107. 

t Lord Cuve'’s {peech on the 30th of March 1772, page 45. 

$ Footmen, who chaunt the praifes or heroic deeds of their matters, in Perfian or 
Arabic verles, when running before them to clear the way. 
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Enehflwian in his native country, where an honcft porter will yet 
venture to difpute the wall with him, if he be infolent, the ditte- 
rence is as great as between a real Nabob and Mr. Foote’s repre- 
fentation of one, in the character of Sir Matthew Mile. But it is 
only the few felect men who obtain elephants for their fupporters. 
If the noble Lord, therefore, did not mean to confine his culogics, 
in that fpeech, to thofe elevated gentlemen, who, after returning 
to their native country with the fruits of their virtues, had been re- 
warded with feats in the Senate, from the FREE fuftrages of their 
countrymen, he has made but a juit, though inadequate, public 
atonement for the injuries he had done his tellow-fervants, whofe 
profpects in life were blafted by his fecret repretentations againtt 
them to their mutual conftituents. 

Nor lets hypocritical and contradictory appear Mr. Kerels repre- 
fentations concerning the Company’s civil and military junior-ter- 
yants. | 

From the alleged diffolute ftate of Calcutta, antecedent to. Lord 
C/ive’s arrival, in one part of his book, he pretends * to thew the 
neceifity which the Seleét Committee were under, of reclaiming 
the junior civil-ftervants from the debauchery in which they were 
immerfed, by difpelling their gaudy dreams of fudden acquired 
wealth ; and alfo of leffening the incomes of fubaltern military 
officers, for the prefervation of order and difcipline, and for the pre- 
vention of luxury and diffipation: which good and neceflary refor- 
mations that gentleman reprefents to have produced fuch an vuni- 
verfal difcontent in one order, and mutinous ipirit in the ocher, as 
threatened deftruction to the Engl/b Empire in Bengal. 

In another part, Mr. Vere/? and the Seleét Committee defcribe 
+ the immediate etteéts of thofe reformations to have been, in the 
hicheit degree, diftrefstul, even to the having endangered the morals 
of the junior-civil-fervants, from the pretiing {cantinefs of thetr 
monthly allowances; to the haying reduced the itubaitern officers fo 
low, that there was {carce a pofiibility of their tubtifting and main- 
taining the appearance, which they ought, ot gentlemen; and to 
the having rendered the refigning and difimiiicd officers, the mott 
pitiable objects of compaflion and charity. 

Yet on the fubject of the much-boatted reformations eve ted by 
the Comnuittee, in another place, Air. Jere? is thus pleated to 


* Perels View, pages 50 to Gr, 
+ Ibid. Appeudix, pages 43 ami qp 
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{peak for himfelf and his colleagues in office.—* ‘ I fhall ever 
‘= think it an honour to have been a member of the Committee 
“which firft fowed the feeds of ceeconomy, and which perfevered 
s with fuch fignal fuccefs. I fhall ever allow the higheft praife to 
‘<< all perfons who exerted and diftinguifhed themfelves in that 
«© great and laborious work ; and it is with pleafure I here confets 
« and acknowledge their merits.” 

To examine, therefore, the pretenfions of thefe Committees to 
the merit of ceconomy in every department, we will collect toge- 
ther a few facts, from the great numbers that prefent themfelves, 
and then fubmit them, in one point of view, to the reader’s judg- 
ment. 

The firft obje&ts which, on this view, offer themfelves, are the 
accounts-current laid before the board at Calcutta, by the Prefi- 
dents Lord C/rve and Mr. Vere/f#, on their refpeétively reigning the 
Company’s government, and by Richard Smith, Eiq; on his quit- 
ting the Gezeralfip of their army. ‘Thefe accounts were exhibited 
in tuch a mode, that had not Lord C/ve’s fortune been already 
made, and his reputation for difintereftédnefs eftablifhed, they might 
have been all taken as proofs of the truth of his Lordfhip’s own 
remark, that + every man whois permitted to make a bill, makes a 
fortune. 

By Lord Ci/rve’s account, dated the 31f{t December 1766, as it 
{tands on the records of the Company, it appears, that the follow- 
ing, cliarges were neceffarily and unavoidably incurred on their ac- 
count: tz. 


1-65; Alay gu 
~- For the expences of his Lordfhip’s voyage 
trom Léngland, until his arrival at Cal 
cxtla, exclulive of 5000/7. paid far this 
purpote by the Directors, Current rupees, 73,489 . 14. 4 
2466, Dec. gift. 
For fundry expences under the head of 
charges-general, from his Lordtfhip’s arrival 
in. Cacuia to this day, w € = = v « 96,629 = Tia © 
For his Lordfhip’s table-expences, from 
ditto Fa ditt, 6 s a ss & 2 « mw « PSGee co Fs 


* Appendix A. Num. XLIV. page 219. 
t Lord Ciive’s fpecch, page 53. 
For 
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For his Lordthip’s expences in cloaths and 
liren, from ditto to ditto, s « a i» £6687. 
For wages to fecretaries, affiftants, and 


ftewards, from ditto to ditto, . ə e e IQs722 . 
For charges of feeding five elephants, . . O41 . 
For certain loffes on the remittance of his 

Lordfhip’s jagueer, . . 


For plate given to the Datch Governors at 
the Cafe of Good Hope, and at Chinfurah, aig? « 
For the fortune with which his Lordfhip 
was pleafed to reward his faithful fervant, 
Edward Philpot, Elg: > ə + a « « 44,928 . 


Current rupees, 333,895 . 


making, at the exchange of two fhillings and 
three-pence per Current rupee, pounds fterling, L 37,563 - 
Ditto for the following articles, exhibited in 
his Lordfhip’s further account, laid before the 
* Houfe of Commons in March 1772, VIz. 
For fundry charges of falaries, table-ex- 
pences, and wearing apparel, . . ..£ 25/95 - 
For fundry other expences paid in England, 1,846 . 
For other fortunes given to the following 
gentlemen, w/z. 

To Henry Strachey, Eiq; £15,942 . 
Edmund Mafkelyne, Efq; 13,049 .19.- 9 
Samuel Ingham, Efq; ` GaG « 
Edward Philpot, Ef : ‘ 

Mefirs. Wynne, Archdekin, 
Coxe, and Ducarel!, 3,408 4 Gs © 


2,196 
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The total amount of Lord C/me’s charges being eighty-five 
thoufand, nine hundred and fitty-eight pounds, fixi:en fhillings 
and ten-pence ; which is faid to have exceeded all the moluments 


* Lord Clive’s {peech, page 39- 
Pra 
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2 
raped by his Lordíhip from the falt-trade, commiffion on the reve- 
Lugs, prefents, and perquifites whatever, during his fhort excurfion 
to:dadia, in the fum of 5,816/. 16s. od. 

By Mr. Yerel s account, which, in humble imitation of his noble 
predecetior, he has in the fame manner recorded on the Company’s 
books, dated the grt October 1769, it appears, his houfe-expences, 
fervants-wages, &c. from Yanuary 1767 to OGober 1769, both in- 
clufive, amount to current rupees 424,554, which, at two fhillings 
and three pence per current rupee, make, fterling, 47,762/. 6s. 6d. 
‘This (within rupees 404 . 12. 5) was juft equal to the commiffion 
alfo taken by Mr. Verelſt from the Company’s revenues,. exclufive of 
the other emoluments, aud prefents received by him; which, by his 
account referred to, are all made to amount to the fum of current 
Tupe€es 398,062 14 Be “a 

By Colonel Srarth's * account, dated the 9th November 1 769, it ap- 
pears he gave away in prefents, which he condefcended to confer on 
the Grand Monarch of the Afogu/ Empire, and on other Kings, 
Princes, Potentates, and + Grandees of Hindoftan, wth whom he had 
bad long and intimate sonnexions, Sunott rupees 124,606 . o. Q 

And the Colonel’s table-expences, from the 
iſt of Augufi 1766, to the rit of Auguf 1769, 

















are let down at e © w «oe = k x s I167j200 è Ga O 
sunmott rupees a . -« é « « 38%,806. 0. Oo 
Exchange at 11 per cenil: > « 34,298 . to. 6. 
Current rupees. è © 4 : TO x. 6 
Making, at 2s. 3d. per current rupee, fterling, £ 38,936 - 15 . 3 


The next proofs of ceconomy we will felec&t from the revenue-de- 
partment: among which the firft are the charges ftanding on the 
Company’s books under the extraordinary titles, in Perfan, ot 
ZEAFFUT INGREZ SAHEBAAN and KHELAAT, which may be 
truly tranflated, charges of convivial t entertainments and mafquerade- 


dreffes 

* Reports, vol..IV. page 589. Pa s 
7 ‘Colonel Sm: k's expreflion in hisletter.of-the roth Mav 1760, Appendix, pape rons 
t Here the re ider will naturally refet upon the condition of the fub ugate —— 
provinces under the Romans, during the laxurious and degenerated ſtages of rs a i 
In Plutarch's Life of Mark Anthony we read, ‘that he gave his cook the houle of : 


-fj with 
* Magnetian citizen, for dreffiog his fupper. well” But when he burthened SPTE 





In DILA AFFAIR S Par IL 229 


ays for Englith gentlemen: and alfo under the head of RussuM, or 
CUITO. 


The charges under thefe difgyifed titles ftand as follow : 

April 1766. 
ZEAFFUT, or the head of entertainments, Sicca 

PUREE «sos es = we © Ft & we « » “ES. Hu 

April I 767. 
KRHELAATS, or the head of dreffes, for Lord 

Clue, Mr. Sumner, General Carnac, Mr. Harry 

Ferel, Mr. Francis Svkes, Mr. Randolph Mar- 

riott, Nir. Hugh Watts, Mr. Claud Ruffel/, Nir. 

IiHiam <Alderfey, Mr. Thomas Kelfatl, Mr. 

Charles Ffloyer, a gentleman unknown, MIr. 

Edmund Mafkelyne, Mr. Alexander Camptell, 

Mr. Samuel Ingham, Mr. Henry Strachey, and 

Others: w 3 a SO 2 = i a = & aa a oy & 

April 1768. 

KuHeraatrs, For Mr. Harry Feret, Mr. Jobn 

Cartier, Colonel Richard Smitb, Mr. Francis 

Svkes, Mr. Richard Becher, Mr. James Alex- 

ander, Mr. Claud Ruffell, Nir. Wiliam Alderfey, 

Mr. Charles Fflover, Mr. lexander Camptel/, 

Wir. s e w = «© =» © £36,684 5 “2 < D 
Russum,. For Mr. Sykes’s 

tapes <= © 24,5500 nan Ges m 

For chairmen and porters, 

for carrying Mir. Fere/f, 

Colonel Srurth, Mr. Krisit, 

and other gentlemen, with 

their neceffaries, back- | 

Waras and forwards, 4 « $65,90975 . Gs 6 


———|ls9.9rg@ o. o 


doubling the impot, “ JJ;¢reas, the agent“ (or Vakeel), ‘* for thofe cities, made his re- 
‘* mouftrance in very picalant languare, and not ungrateful to Antécny, fhewing him, 
‘€ that fince ke thought ht to double their taxes, he would take fume care that they mizhi 
‘ have their fammer and autun duubicd tuo, that they might be in a condition to ia- 
* tisfy his demands.” 

* Reports, voi, ill page 45. 

t Ibid. vol. IV. page 216. 

t Ibid. page 229. 

A Records ui the Sc 'c& Committee in the Jadia-houfe,. book Num. 27. pane 267. 


© atprif 
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April 1769. 

KHELAATS, For Mr. Harry Verei, Mr. Jobn 
Cartier, Colonel Richard Smith, Mr. Richard 
Becher, Mr. Francis Sykes, Mr. James Alexan- 
der, Mr. Claud Rufel/, Mr. Thomas Rumbold, 

Mr. illiam “Ader fey » Mr. Thomas Kelfall, Mr. 
Charles Ffloyer, adil cahere: cs e W « & « “OR gas 

Russum, For Mr. Sykes’s 
Cable, <« «= =» «=~ e « 24,000 . Os D 
For charges of bearers, or 
chairmen, tocarry fundry 
Engl; entlemen back- 

a d forwards, and 
for poftmen ftationed to 
carry fruits toCalcutta, . 645472 .13. O 





+88,472 
April 1770. 
KHELAATS, For Mr. Harry Vere, Mr. Jobn 
Cartier, Colonel Richard Smith, Mr. Richard 
Becher, Mr. James Alexander, Mr. Claud Ruf- 
fell, Mr. Thomas Rumbold, Mr. William Alder- 
‘fey, Mr. Thomas Kelfall, Mr. Charles Picyer, 
Mr. Robert Maddifon, and others, . . . $84,657 
Russum, For Mr. Becher’s 
Shien m e « asi. £6,608 — @e« O 
For ckairmen carrying 
fundry Engiijfh gentlemen 
beckwards and forwards, 28,709 he a G 


(1 52,709 


Sicca rupees . 2® . 536,0 
exchange at 16 per cent. «© & è © «© à eae 
‘Total current rupees 621,870 


Or at two fhillings and three pence~ . Jf ff. 69,543 


= £2 a 89 


s 5 =, O 








2 
— 
6 


E 


fiat e i aot ee 


* Reports, vol. IV. page 224. 
+ Ibid. page 233. 
} Ibid. page 228. 
l Ibid. page 234. 
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The few articles already before us, exhibited at one view, appear 
as tollow : 


1766, Dec. To amount of the bills made 

by Lord Chive, £ 85,958... 16 . to 
1769, Od. To ditto ——— by Mr. Verelſt, £7,762 3 Os) 6 
Nov. To ditto by General Smib, 35,936 « 1§ = 3 

1770, April. To ditto bv the DuréarRe- 

fident and members of the Seleét 

Committee, &c. for charges of 

Afiatic dreffes, entertainments, 

and travelling excurfions, for 
themfelves md friends, >. © 60543» Ifae O 


: — —— 


A a420i « ige F 














Facility in the operations of arithmetic, and in the auditing of ac- 
counts, was not the leaft of the happy effects of that unanimity at 
the public boards, which had been fo frequently and deferved/y cele- 
brated by Lord Clive, Mr. Verei, and the reft of the Sele& Com- 
mittee at Ca/ceutta. Not only the charges of thefe extraordinary ac- 
counts were pafied without the neceflary vouchers, bst his Lordfhip 
and Mr. Yereli were fuffered, equally uncontrouled, to fix their owr 
value upon the pearls, rubies, emeralds, and diamonds, which they 
were pleafed to infert in thofe accounts, as received in prefenis. As 
to General Srt s account, it had heretofore been the practice of the 
Princes of Indra to return to the Eenglifp Sirddrs three times the value 
of what they received in complimentary. prefents; but from the re- 
{pective accounts of Governor Vere}? aud the General it would feem, 
that their notions of fupporting the Honcurable Company's dignity were 
diametrically oppofite ; tor while the parfimonious Governor appears 
to have conferred nothing upon the country-princes, the diftinguithed 
General appears to have been above receiving any thing from them 
on the Company’s account. 

The reports now before the Houfe of Commons afford many other 
proofs of the fame fpecies of economy in the Bengal roverninent, after 
the affumption of the Detwannee, trom the vears 1765 to 1770 ii- 
Clufive: during which period we have many initances ot tontiderable 
fums being alicnated from the Company’s efitate, or rev 'nucs, and 
given, without due authority, to the dependants of gentlemen of 
power or influence. Ofthis kind appear even many very comtidera- 

ble 
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ble MGucensS, granted to a variety of people, from the nominal Nabob’s 
*deputw, Morbemimed Reza Khawn, down even to Giencral Saas 
¥ banyan. Of this fort appears alto the penfien or eighteen thoufand 
rupees fer aranum, collected wy the Babar province, by the tingle 
t appointment of Lord Cre, for Ahmed Var Khir Leriliiy 3; Con- 
cerning which, when Mr. Vevey s fucceflor and the Setet Comiunittee 
inquired of the Supervifor of that province, on what pretence a fep:7- 
yate colleétion was made tor that ium, all that Mr. erxeonder could 
learn was, that Larit- was a man of diftinction, whofe houfe and 
family had been plundered || by the Nabob Yafer iiv Khacen. And 
of this kind alfo appears the remiflion of duties upan a large quantity 
of falt, to the amount of 47,769 rupees, dy order of the Nabsb, to 
Fovnarain § Ghefaul, without any reaton’s being afligned for it. 
While meatures timilar to thefe were trantacted in every part of 
the provinces UNDER THE COUNTRY-GOVERNMEN‘T, it was not 
extraordinary that the Court of Eaf India Dircétors thould toon ex- 
perience, that @ ** tee Dewannee-co//eions Scarce anfwered any other 
“© purpofe than defraving the civil and military charges of their D; ofidercy 
‘“¢ of Bengal.” Burt this tort of butinefs being tor a long while kept 
under the management of the Prefident and members of the Secret 
Committee, and the Directors being necefiarily unacquainted with 
the difguited or real names and connexions of the perions mentioned 
un the records which the Committee were pleafed to tranfmit from 
India; of courfe that Court have been frequently as deftirute of ma- 
terials wherewith to trace a fact, ar check deceptions of this fort, as 
it no accounts had been tent them. For example, when thev faw 
trantactions of {uch a nature upon their books, how could they divine, 


a Reports, vol. IV. pages 194, 123, rh, Ec. Ee. 


t Ibid. page 146. Fitty villages, granted in the name of Roy Avllzram, called in the 
upper country Roy Afevalleram 
$ Reports, vol. IV. pages 250 and 251. 
| Mr. Alexxander had beea mifinformed; for it was Abeceda Yar Khawn Laity whom 
Meer Jaffer plundered. 
$ Reports, vol. IV. page 211. Inftead of 30 rupees Jer hundred mauads of falt, ke 
pid only g} per cent. 
On one article of . : Maunds 150,c00 
One dino è . = = « =» IBOS 
erste, jae lat Pot bet a ae & 65,007 


Maunds 233.022: Which, at an abate- 











anent of 205 $. r cent. makes rupees 47,769. 
 Appeadia A. page 206. 
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that the before-mention¢ed Lestiy was the brother of the late * Khoda 
lar Khewn Laitty, who was Meer Fatier’s rival candidate tor the 
Mufnud, upon the expulfion of the Nabob Serajab al Dezetsh ? How 
could they conjecture, that Foynarain Ghofeul was a child, and the 
fon of Mr. Vere/?’s banyan Gocu/ Ghofaul 2 Or how could they guets, 
that Roy Kellaram was banyan to General Sy/th ? Í | 

Correfpondent with this unneceflary and unwarranted profufion, 
while Bengal was governed by this pious Committce of Reformers, 
was the frequency of public vifits, cmbafiies, or deputations to and 
from the Princes and Miners of the country: the moft notorious 
tranfaction of which kind was the excurfion of Mr. Yobn Cartier, 
Colonel Richard Smith, and Mr. Claud Ruffell, in November 1768, to 
the Court ofthe Nabob Sxzjah a! Dowlah. It was pretended, for the 
purpofes of this EMBAsSsy, that this Prince was meditating + hofti- 
lities againit the Exg/i/hb: and thofe | ‘6 ume” coming rumours,’ which 
were propagated principally, if not folely, by Colonel Smith's j| letters 
to the Prefidency, were at length made the wonderful bafis of a new 
treaty, whereby that Nabob was reftricted to a number of forces, 
which we have the beft authority for afferting he had, in faét, never 
on foot. At atime when the Prefident and Seleét Committee were 
conttantly complaining to the Direétors of the low ftate of the Com- 
pany’s finances, near four lacks of rupees were diffipated, upon this 
deputation, as prefents necefiary for fu pporting the honour of the § Com- 
fany; whofe dignity was again, on this occafion, fo punétilioufly 
contidered, that no returns were received, by the Deputies, on tne 
(ompany’s account. 

If the proofs already adduced be not deemed fufficient in the 
Opinion of any impartial reader, to jet in a true light the real deme. :ts 


* This is the man mentioned by Mr. MIliam 7f’atts as a confiderable perfon, who had 
offered himfelf as Nabob, but who v as rejected by Colonel Clive, in favour of ABlecr Faf- 
yur, ‘as his abilities were greater, his reputation better, and his connexions more extenu- 
‘< five than thofe of Laittyv.’’ Sce Momeirs of the Revoefutien in Bengal, inic 17 
printed for 4. Hilar, 1764, pages 7: and 76. 

+ Mr. Verei was weil convinced of Siyah al Dowlah’s peaceable difpofition at thar 
time. Sce Appendix A. Nuin. AL. page igs. 

$ See the treaty, with toe Committec’. cxaited account of this deputation, Reports, 
vol. IV. page 87. 

1 See a letter from the Se'oct Committee to Colonel Ri-tard S.nit?, Commander i> 
Chief under the Prot sny. Dared the 23d Feériary 17¢8. Appendix A. Wum. XVIIF. 
pare 363. 

§ The Comet cf Directors apneir to have feen throuph this farce. Fide the ath, Sih, 
Gth, and 7th paragraphs ot tiir lotter ot tic 234 77. Appendix A. Nun 
XLV. pages 225 änd 2206, 
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of thofe ftif-applauding Committees, on the points of abufe of ausho- 
rity in their public ftations, iniquitous deceptions and concealments, 
and profufion of the public moncy; let him perufe the 4th * report 
of the Secret Committce of the Houfe of Commons, on the fubjeét 
of the celebrated Matvroor. Fle will there feea tax eftablifhed that 
was unlimited in it’s extent, becaufe the con{ciences of the colleétors 
were the only meafures of it’s neceflity ; and infcrutable in it’s ope- 
rations, becaufe therr own accounts were the only checks upon the 
colletions. He will there fee large fums acknowledged to have 
been colle€ted by a mode deftructive of the manufaé€tories and apri- 
culture of the country, and productive of fuch fcenes of iniquity, 
opprefiion, and peculation, as are beyond defcription ; while the 
harmlefs fubje&ted inhabitants, deprived of the proteétion of their 
native Princes, have had no other recourfe left them, but to heaven, 
for juftice : and he will ,*ikewife there difcover, that this wicked 
mode of collection was originally + eftablifhed by Lord C/ve and the 
select Committee. 

But the Matoot-co/letion was continued and increafed to an amazine 
extent after his Lordfhip’s departure ; “and from the fums thereb 
levied upon the poor natives, were difcharged the debts which had 
been contracted at the Durbar, for the charges of the dreffes and en- 
tertainments o:i Exglijh gentlemen, under the heads already noticed 
of Zeaffit, Khelaat, and Rufum; while the accounts of tho{e extra- 
ordinary charges were induftrioufly concealed ‘from the knowledge of 
the Company ; arifing, as the Retident at the Durbar apprehended, 
t «c from the fear the oo of the Sele&t Con.imittee had, that 


“< the Company would not permit fuch an expence o be kept up at 
‘* the Poonéa ; notwithftanding ft was deemed {fo necefjary in the eyes 
‘“ of the country-people, and always held in the utmoft veneration.” 

It would be an endlefs tafk to follow the late Prefidents and Select 
Committees of Ca/cnutia through the labyrnths of contradi€tion in- 
confiitency, and wilful deception which they praétifed to obtain 
unmerited honours and emolument to themfelves, while they im- 
poied upon fluctuating and ignorant Courts of Directors, to the in- 
jury of the Eaf# India Proprietors and the Public, and to the difho- 
nour and prejudice of their fellow-fervants. The reader hath feen 
in this chapter, iome of the many r/ghtecus means by which Beng. 
Was governed under their adminiftration ; and the operative effects 

* Reports, vol. IV. pages 110, ce. 
+ Ibid. page 214. 
+ Ibid. 


of 
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of tliat government have been fhewn, by the teftimony, on record, 
of thofe moft concerned in it, to have been no other than the {udden 
redućtion of a whole nation from a high pitch of affluence and pro- 
{perity, to the loweſt degree of mifery. 

What then will be the fenfations of his benevolent mind, when, 
upon the fame records, he fees thofe effects defcribed to have been 
produced by counfels and regulations founded on the moft confum- 
mate wifdom and juftice — Vet {uch were the réprefentations which, 
in the midft of the diftreffes of their ruined country, the poor tools 
of Nabobs were forced to give, while * <: the mouths of every badv 
<< were full of the praifes of the Governor and Gentlemen of the Counci’, 
<< for their judicious and upright management of the affairs of the Em- 
“< pire, and their regard for the welfare of it’s inhabitants !” 


* See two letters from Seyf al Dowlah and Mahommed Reza Khawn, as recorded by 


Mr. Vere/f om Confultation the 27th December 1768. Appendix B, Num. XXIX. and 
Num. XXX. pages 298 and 205. 
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CHEAP AL 


On the POLITICAL System of the Company, and their late 
GOVERNING SERWANTS ; with a VINDICATION of what hath 
been PUBLISHED by the AUTHOR, on that SUBJECT. 


N confidering the nature of the Company’s political fyftem in 
1 Bengal, it will be very material to advert to the mode in which 
their Governors have managed what they call the Perfan or coun- 
try-corre{pondence. 

In the direction of all matters concerning the political interefts 
of the Company, the correfpondence, of late years, with the Princes 
of India, has been confined folely to the Pretidents or Seleét Com- 
mittees, to whom the Courts of Direétors have, at different times, 
thought proper to entruft the conducting of their tyftem. On this 
principle, by a fixed regulation for practice, called a ftanding-order, 
in the Compa.:y’s fervice, fuch correfpondence has been ufually 
e¢arried on through the channel of the Governor only, with direc- 
tions for him to lay the copies thereof before the board; and this 
he hath generally performed in fuch manner, and at fuch times, as 
he deemed neceffary and convenient. 

Upon this fyftem, it is plain, that the Afatic Princes muft na- 
turaly look up to the Governof, as the {ole adminiftrator of all 
juftice, prote€tion, and power under the Company; contrary to 
every principle of a Brith government. And the Governor being 
under little or no controul, in this bufinefs, the board at Caleurta, 
or the Directors in Englund, have never had any ftronger check 
than his integrity for their fecurity in obtaining any knowledge ot 
the flate ot the negociations with the countiv-powers, on which 
their all depended. 

‘This fort cr exclufive communication was ever feund by the 
Company’s Governors in Judia, to be the grand fource of their pri- 
vate emoluments; and however neceflary or expedient the Com- 
pany's ftanding-order, on this point, might at firit appear, yet there 
swere never fufficient checks eftablithed in a bufinets of tuch moment 
tu their own profperity, and to the welfare of the natives of — 

2 ic 





INDIA AFFAIRS. Part II. 237 


The tranfactions of the Company’s ruling fervants, from the firft 

period of their interfering with the politics of Indra, have at all 
times afforded fufficitent experience of the necefflity of iwrch checks. 
But to turnifh the candid reader, from the tranfactions of more 
modern times, with materials to affift his judgment on this ſubject, 
we beg leave to direct his eye to the Reports of the Houfe of Com- 
mons. He will thercin perceive, that the abufe of this exclufive 
privilege of communication with the Nabob and his officers was 
what principally provoked the refentment of * ee al Dowlah, 
which, in June 1756, brought on the lofs of Calcutta. At this 
period, Mr. Wiliam lf atts, the Company’s chief at Cofmbazar, was 
their political negociator at the Durbar at Mur/hedabad, where; 
under the aufpices of the noble Lord Citve, he condutted that con- 
{piracy which, in 1757, terminated in the expulfion of the Nabob, 
and the acquifition of the noble Lord’s jagueer. His Lordthip hath 
informed the Houte of Commons, that Mr. Watts + employed two 
or three months in the negociation of that revolution, and that the 
correfpondence was carried on entirely between himfelf and Mr. 
V atts. And although there never was a crifis in which it was fo 
requifite for the Company to be acquainted with the proceedings of 
their ruling fervants, it appears, by the fame evidence, that the 
intercourife which had been fo carried on in cypher, between the 
Prefident and the Refident at the Durbar, ** was not entered in the 
“ country-correfpondence, or any where che.” 
By this fuppreflion, { ‘$ the Company were left entirely in the 
dark with re,peét to more than a whole year’s tranfactions’” of 
the greatett moment. But, what is more extraordinary, fuch 
papcrs as Lord Cé/rve did pofiefs, he did not think himfelf under an 
obligation to produce, as § not relating to the commercial attairs of 
his conftitucnts, whofe dependance, according to his Lordthip’s 
tdeas, at the time which thofe papers related to, was transferred 
trom the udian government, to a dependance upon ji himttlr. 


ee 


* Journals of the Houle of Commons, vol, XXXIII. pages 794, 868, Ee. 

+ Ibid. page 804. 

t Sce Dir. Secretary James's letter to Lod Clive, of the rath fuguè- 703. [bid. page 8-7. 

§ Ibid. 

f When the paterct of the jagueer was put into Lord Cives hands Do Javeut Sat, 
in the pretence of Mr. Francis Sykes, Mr. Luke Sera fe and Nlaior Gre. his Lord- 
fhip fays “ I confefs it give me the greater pleafure to tind it to be the Lordthip 
“* of the Company’s land», becaufe the Company was thereby freed from all dependance 
On the government.” See Lord Ciuve’s letter to the Proprietors, printed tur Ziwvousye, 
37045 reprised by #f. Evans, pages 34 und 36. 
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After the revolution of the year 1760, in favour of Meer Gofint, 
and during the negociations which led to the reftoration of Meer 
Fafier, the gentlemen of the Council, guided by the experience of 
what had pafled, would not implicitly truft to this exclufive cor- 
re{pondence .of the Prefident; and, therefore, at a * confultation 
held the 7th March 1763, the letters to Meer Cofim were drawn up 
from the refolutions of the Council, and approved by the board, 
before the Prefident was permitted to tranfmit them, under his feal, 
to that Nabob. But, notwithftanding all this precaution, the Court 
of Directors, in their letter of the 24th December 1765, complained 
to their Prefident and Council, of grofs fuppreffions in the country- 
correfpondence, and that the copies thereof, which were fent home, 
were evidently + unfaithful reguifters. 

The intelligent reader will, therefore, readily conceive, the real 
caufe of that jealoufy which the Company’s Governors have ever 
{hewn at any perfon’s correfponding with the officers of the country- 
government except through themfelves, although the objections 
oftenfibly urged againft {fuch correfpondence have been, that it 
was contrary to the /fanding-order of the Company, a degradation 
of the Prefident’s dignity, or an interference with his official de- 
partment. 

The noble Lord Ciwe, who, in the tranfactions of his own and 
other preceding governments in Bengal, had feen and experienced 
the good effeéts of this exclufive communication, was 4/eféd with a 
C®Bmmittee who were the firft to give examples, to their fellow- 
fervants, of that unanimity, felf-denial, humility, and difinterefted- 
nefs, which his Lordfhip deemed effential to the welfare of the fer- 
vær. They well knew that the beft fecurity of virtue is to avoid 
temptation, and, therefore, within lefs than a month after their 
arrival at Calcutta, taking into confideration the many attempts 
which had been made to deftroy the unanimity, and corrupt the inte- 

rity of the members of the Committee, through the influence of 
ill-difpofed perfons, they refolved, f ‘* that all intercourfe with the 
«¢ Nabob, his minifters, and the country-powers, fhould be con- 
& duéted by the Right Honourable Prefident, as the moft effectual 
s method to convince thofe 1ll-difpofed perfons, that no motives of 


* Reports, vol. III. page 493- 

+ Ibid. vol. IV. page 126. 

į See the Select Committee proceedings of the sth June 1765 ; at which were pre- 
fent, Lord Clive, Mr. Sumner, Mr. Veret, and Mr. Sykes. Reports, vol. Ill. page 
4TO. = 
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psivate advantage, nor defire of increafing their fortunes, could 
ever 4educe the members of that board from the duty they owed 
<< to themfelves, the confidence they repofed in each other, or the fteady 
e refolution they had formed to purfue every method thut tended to 
** promote the Company’s intercit, or the peace, profperity, and 
hamma of the country.” 

When all communication was thus concentred in the Governors 
and Commanders in Chief of the Company’s armies, they thereby 
poflefied a wonderful facility in turning all tranfactions with the 
countryspowers to the advantage of the Company, and the happinefs 
of the community ; and in tuch fituations they have at all times 
found it as eafy to negociate a revolution, fo fecure the commercial. 
intercfis of the Company, as a jagueer to free them from dependance on 
the country-governiment ; while, by a turn of the pen, of equal faci- 
lity in. Perjian ftenography, a loan could be changed into a dona- 
tion, ora donation into a legacy, which, when other tran{tmuta- 
tions became inexpedient, might be converted into a fund for the 
maintenance of invalid or fuperannuated officers and their widows ! 

But if Mr. Verei had not fo violently attacked the veracity of the 
author of Confiderations, &&c. and, in tupport of the merits of the 
late Prefidents- and Select Committees ot Bengal, exprefly under- 
taken to * <‘ demolifh his reprefentation of political tranfactions, by 
‘“* proving thofe acts of the Select Committee to have flowed from 
« a fenfe of duty and knowledge of the public intereft, which that 
« gentleman has attributed to malignant paflions, or to yet meauer 
‘* motives,” {vany of thofe tranfactions might have paficd: unno- 
ticed, which have new been. neceflarily dragged forth to public view. 

The grand tource of the military:operations, and, eventually, of 
the ambition of Exrcpeans, of late years, in Indra, was the diffolu- 
tion, in efteét, of the Mogul Empire by the invafion of Nader 
Shah; who fo weakened aiid impoverifhed the government .at Debri, 
as to furnifh to.its provincial itubftitutes, eaſy opportunities for 
affuming independency. ‘This had become the cafe in Bengal; and 
it hath been clearly fhewn, to have been the fame in the other 
provinces, by many other writers, as well as the author of Cox- 
fiderations on India <fffairs, whom Mr. Fere/? affects particularly to 
ani{wer. 

Atter the Psrtugueze, the French firft entertained ideas of mak- 
ing territorial acquilitions on the continent of dvaa; and Mr. Vere. 


* Ferels View, page 2. i ee 
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himfelf acknowledges, that ‘‘ the * ambition of the French firft 
*¢ drew the Engliſbh into the field. — Such a proje&t having been 
framed by the rival of Great Britain in Afia, and her natural enemy 
in Europe, a war breaking ut between the two kingdoms muft 
have immediately direéted the attention of the French towards the 
ruining of the Britiſb influence and power in india; and to the 
detinuttion of the lifh Eaf India Company, on any favourable 
occafion, as their moit powerful European rival on that continent. 
The war, therefore, begun in Europe was not fo much the caufe 
of, as the occafion furnifhed for, their making attacks on the 
Englifh Company’s fettlements, in purfuit of their premeditated 
plan of power to be eftablifhed tn Afia. 

The imbecilry of the revolted provinces offered fo ftrong a 
temptation to attempt the accomplifhment of fuch a fcheme, that 
even before any advices were received of the fucceffes of the French 
on the coaſt of Coromandel, under Monfieur Dupleix, two Britifh 
fabjects, James Mill and Jobn Acton, in the fervice of the late Em- 
peror of Germany, had formed the plan of landing in Benga/, and 
afterwards of marching to Murjfhedabad, dethroning the reigning 
Nabob, poffeffing themfelves of his treafure which they then efti- 
mated at an incredible fum, and of placing another Nabob on the 
Mufnud. Mill and Aon obtained a commiuflion under the great feal 
öf the Empire, empowering them to fit out a fufficient number cf 
fhips in a warlike manner, to proceed to Benga/ and there take re- 
—— of the fettlement that had been before obtained for the 
Ofiend Company, at Bankibazar; under fanction oN which enter- 
prize, they propofed to carry their further plan into execution. 

Ir.confequence of his Imperial Majefty’s commifhon, in the year 
1746, three fhips were actually fitted out in the Thames, vriz. the 
Cumberland and King flon of 36 guns each, and the Hardwick of 40, 
under the command of Aton; anda corps of 550 men, feleéted 
from the Imperial army, with a train of artillery, were ready to 
embark at Leghorn, in {hips prepared to carry them to the ifland of 
Madeira, where ftores were fent for them from Exzg/and. ‘The 
{cheme, however, being defeated, in the moment as ıt were for 
execution, by government’s interfering in a manner that had like 
to have been productive of a war, Colonel Afi// afterwards propoted 
that England thould join with the Emperor in the expedition ; and 
with fitteen hundred, or two thoufand troops, he undertook to 


* Ferelfi's View, page 44. — 
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aniwer for its fuccefs, at the riik of his head; as appears ow his twa 
memoirs, copies of which, trom an original marutcript, are given 
in the * Appendix. $ 

Although this propofal was not then accepted, cither by the Ees 
Indiz Company or government, vet the revolution which took places 
in Bengal, ten years afterwards, was erected on a plan preeitely 
fimilar to that which had been the fruitlets obje& of Colonel ILs 
ambition. : 

With refpect to the pretences which were then urged, bv the 
fervants of the Company, to juftify their fo changing the Conni- 

any’s commercial for a military fyftem, in Beygea/s it is beyond a 

doubt, that the abutes and intrigues of europeans in general, and of 
the Exg/ijb Company's fervants in particular, inftigaced the Nabob, 
Serajab al Dowlah, to attempt the capture of Caleutta, in 175 
wherein he io well fuccecded : for long before that period, or the 
protection given ‘to + Rajzhéullud’s tamily, the Company’s records: 
had abounded with inftances of fuch practices as could not be rea- 
fonably expected to be tolerated in a dependent and protected fet of 
men under any government whatever. So early as Mach 1757, as 
hath been fhewn in another place, we tee the Court of Directors 
were themfelves inclined to fet the Prince of the country at defiance, 
by encouraging their Prefident and Council at Bexga/, upen their own 
repreicntations, to {helter the cfiects and perions of the } natives 
with fteadinefs and refolution, in order not to render thesr protection 
ineffectual, and thereby fuvject zhe Englifh faze to contempt. Aud 
even Mr. Verelſt after mentioning the re-taking of Cutie, by 
Admiral Wat/en and Colonel Clive, and the re-eitablifhment of 
peace between the Nabob and the Company, proceeds as follow. : 


l 


4s 


* 
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< Certain intelligence was afcerwards received of Seraja eal 
<< Dowlah’s delign to extirpate the Ezg/i/b, whenever cur ferces 
<< fhould return to the corft. Hoftilities, thereforë, again com- 
* menced. The nature of the government, the character of the 
« Prince, and the univerfal diftruft which from theie cautes pre- 
«< vailcd, afforded abundant sccafions or intrigue ; and enabled Mr. 
<. Wutis and Colenel Clive, to whom the-whole conduct or this 
Ú bulines/s was committed, to -clerith a ditartection, whieh pre- 


* Vide Appendix A. Numbers IV. and Y. paycs ts and 16. 

{+ Seea letter trom MWehard Becir, Lare Serii: and others, dated at Dacca the 
28th July 1756. Jourtals, vol. XXXIII. pave seo. 

* Reporta, Vol, Lif. patant re 
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' vented any effectual meafures for defence, on the part of the 
‘< Nabob. Our army advanced within thirty miles of the capital 
unaflured of aflitance; but a want of confidence in the enemy’s 
camp, with the advantageous fituation of the Exg/ifh, afforded an 
ealy victory to a handful of troops; and Meer Jafier, in pur- 
iuance of a previous treaty, was immediately proclaimed Subah- 
dar of Bengal.” And in another place * <« The malice of 
‘“ Mr. Bolts does not reft here. He reprefents this revolution as 
an enterprize of no difficulty. Speaking of the battle of Plafey, 
he fays, “ Happy it was for the Company, that this numerous 
army” (of 20,000 horfe, 50,00 foot, and 50 pieces of heavy 
cannon) * made fo little refiftance, that according to Mr. Scraftoz, 
‘¢ there were only feventy men killed and wounded.” 

Had not the whole conduét of this bufinefs been indufirioufly com- 
mitted to fo few hands; had not Mr. William Watts himfelf been 
the principal + hiftoriographer of this celebrated revolutions had 
not the Company’s Perfian and country-correfpondence relative 
thereto been loft, or fuppreffed ; had not the evidence before the 
public been of parties, fharers in the plunder, and deeply interefted 
in obliterating facts; or had we the teftimony of Serajabh al Dow- 
lah, Omichumxd, and other natives to oppofe to fuch <vidence, the 
truth might have been diicovered with lefs difficulty. Here, we 
have Mr. Vereis word for the certainty of the Nabob’s defign to 
extirpate the Engliſp, when occafion fhould offer ; but at the fame 
time we have the more certain information, that the fervants of a 
trading community, living under the protection of an Indian gor 
vernment, uninftruéted by their employers, and when defenfive 
operations would have been moft equitable ; did violate the peace 
ftipulated with that government ; did enter into intrigues to pro- 
mote treachery and difaffection among its ehief officers; did march 
an army to overturn it, which was by treachery effected ; did feat 
on the Afu/nud the very officer who had been feduced to betray and 
ruin his Prince, and did then, Aonourably, divide the plunder with 
that traitor. 

So far was the fcheme, fimilar to Colonel AZ///’s, purfued to 
completion; and tuch, fairly fitted from the duft et difguife, 1s Mr. 
Perels aad cvery other account of the firft rife of the preient go- 
vernment in Bengal; the progrefs of which, over all Didia, to this 
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day, has been the fetting up or pulling down of Nabobr, for the 
convenieace of the Company or their fervants: the lait unficdged 
youth of the family in Bengal being now in poficilion of a ruling 
title without power, and with little income, for the fole purpofe of 
giving pretences to a trading community, under colour of his 
mock authority, to practife fuch aéts of tyranny, oppreffion, or 
rapine, as may be found fafe, or expedient, under the convenicnt 
{yitem of the prefent DOUBLE GOVERNMENT. 

With refpeét to the writer’s account of the battle of Pizfév, what 
he {aid, thereon is ftri€tly fupported, not only by the authority of 
Mr. Scrafton, whom he quoted, but by the evidence that was given 
before the Select Committee of the Houte of Commons, in Afav 

7723; and particularly by the detcription of the Lattle that was 
there read by Sir Eyre Coote. It was not the writer’s intention to 
examine into the merits of that battle; but fince he is fo publicly 
called upon, he muft as openly aflert the truth, grounded on the 
well known facts attending it ;——that the plains of P/aféy, on the 
23d of June 1757, exhibited a fcene of treachery and rebellious 
rout; and not of a contefted Ind glorious victory, that could of it- 
{elf be juftly made the illuftrious foundation of an Exg/i/b barony, 
in Whatever light it may have been reprefented to impofe on the 
Sovereign and the people of this nation. At the fame time it may 
be allowed, that the very marching with a handful of ren, to 
meet fo numerous an army, as acknowledged by the author or 
* Confiderations, while there was a poffibility of the rebels returning 
to their duty, v as certainly a hazardous enterprize; and had the 
battle been won while the Right Honourable Baron had been aflcep, 
the writer would have been as ready as any other man to do juftice 
to the merits of a heaven-born general; fince none but the enemies 
of the human {fpecies can be offended at a battle’s being gained with 
little trouble, refiftance, or bloodfhed. 

We will now employ a few confiderations on the late fituation 
and dignified character of Snan ALI UM, the Mocur EMPEROR, 
who, we are forry to fay, has not been treated with greater 
faith, or ufed for purpofes lefs unworthy, than the late Nabobs of 
Bengal. Yet had not + Mr. Vee]? and Colonel t Richard Smith alfo 
particularly called the writer forth on this fubje&t, he would will- 





* Confiderations, &c. vol. I. page 40. 
+ Verelf?’s View, page 19. &c. 
t Sec Appendix F. Num. XL. page 530. 
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ingly have refrained from further expofing the misfortunes of that 
peer, tmpoverifhed, abufed, and deluded Prince. 

n his * memorial to the Directors, of the sth September 1768, 
the writer had fpoken of this Emperor's being, ** as it were, a pri- 
s> fener in the camp,’ when Colonel Smith, at the head of the 
Company's army, had received a zeep from him for two hundred 
thouiand rupees, and could not perfuade his Majefty to take it back, 
on the Governor and Council’s refufing their concurrence for his 
receiving the money. The Colonel's indignation being roufed on this 
occafion, onthe 19th Septemoer 1768, he entered a minute on the con- 
hultations, in terms highly characttriftic of the man, Wheretn, in- 
turpreting the above expreifion to mean a charge, that he had astu- 
tly ainprifoned the perfon of the EMPEROR, SHAH ALrtatr, he 
declared the affertion to be wx snfanionus — ; and that he cas 
aly furfrised the writer had + invented nothing worfe againft hin. 

The Sclect Committee, in Yune 1765, had declared, in exprefs 
terms, that this Prince was f ** dependent on their bounty ; and 
*¢ that his whole hopes, net only of protection, but ever of furffiance, 
** relfted upon them.” And Colonel Alexander Dew, who, from 
a perfonal attachment, fpeaks as partially of him as any Man can 
do, th.s defertbes his fituation to have been at that period. 

** He keeps the poor retemblance of a court at Wahafed, where 
* a few Omrahs, in'hopes of better days to their Prince, having 
< expended their fortunes in his ſervice, {till exift the ragged pen- 
uoners of his poverty, and burden his gratitude with their pre- 
“¢ fence." — The Court of Directors alfo, in expreffiny their difappro- 
bation ot this tranfaction of the tecp, frankly acknowledge the po- 
verty of SHAH AŁLUM, and that, of all the Princes of the Eaft, 
he was the || leaft capable of affording to make prefents.—But to 
fhew what degree of liberty SHAH ALLUM was deemed to poflets, 
the reader pid" be informed, that in April 1768, when his Iimpe- 
nial NJajefty entertained thoughts of proceeding up the country, the 
gentleman wha, in Colonel Sy/th’s abtence, commanded the bri- 
gade ftationed for rhs Kings protetticn, actually demended initruc- 
tions from the Secret Committee at Culeuthr, © 6 hese par Pe wes 
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“ ta be anfwerable for his Majefiy’s perfon, and how he twas to aét, 
<< fhould. his Majefy take any INDISCREET STEP, AND TALK OF 
t LEAVING ILLAHABAD °” | 

We will admit, that this Prince was feated with much pomp 
on a Mu/fnud, approached bare-foot, and addrefled with great vene- 
ration. So we read, the J/raelites, of old, adorcd a golden calf, 
which they themfelves had exalted. But it is fubmutted to the 
judgment of the unprejudiced reader, from the facts now before 
him, whether there was any impropriety in the writer’s expreflion, 
that Shah Allum, at the time mentioned, * was, as it were, a pri- 
& foner in the” Engliſb Company’s ** camp ?” 

It was this Prince on whom the provinces of Korab and Maba- 
bad were conferred, * ** his poffeffions being guarantied ay the Englith, 
‘ to which was likewife added an annual payment of tiventy-fix 
= lacks trom Bengal; and who was thereby placed in a fitua- 
tion to confirm Lord C/ve’s Jagueer, as related by the author of 
+ Confiderations, &c. and to fhew fuch deferved marks of gratitude 
and generofity to the Gencrals Carnac and Smith, as are mentioned 
by [| Mr. Verelſt; who, with the Council, in Fu/y 1767, informed 
his Imperial Majefty, § ‘* that they earnefily wifbed their attachment 
“< might appear to the world more connected by honour than by~iny in- 
“< terefted tye; a5 it was moft glorious for him, and'moft reputable 
& to themfelves, to have a friendfhip founded on fuch a bafis.’’ 

But it was this Prince whe had alfo been defcribed, on the re- 
cords of ‘the fame Select Committee, in July 1766, in the follow- 
ing, among cthier words: |! ** Surrounded by the meaneft of 
= knaves and fycophants, 1e is ever ready to follow their advice, 
even though it be to the detriment of his /ate benefactors. 
* Every day's experience convinces us, that it is not the Company’s 

interef{t to maintain any connexion with a man fo weak in un- 
derftanding, and fo very deficient in the principles of honour and 
gratitude.—Provided he withdrew himielf from eur proteétion, it 
is no great matter what refuge be.feeks.” 





* Verei?'s View, Ge. page 18. 
t Cenfjiterations, &c. vol. I. page so. 
t Vereji’s View, page 19. Alfo Appendix B. Num. II. page 287. 
§ Ibid. note page 20. 
| Letter from Lord Ciitve and General Carnac to Mr. Vere}? and the Select Com- 
muis at Calcutta, dated the 14th Fuly 1766. 
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it was iikewife this Prince who was to be deprived of the an- 
nual itipend of twenty-fix lacks, which had, in fact, been confer- 
red on him for the temporary ufes of his name, as foon as a fair 
epportunity could be found, by the expreis * inftruétions, in Nz- 
vember 1768, of the Court of Directors; who, in April 1771, fur- 
ther + recommended to their Prefident and Council, to fix his Imr- 
FERIAL Mayjesty’s refidence within their own provinces. It 
was, laftly, this MocurLr Emperor who, by proceeding to the an- 
cient capital, Deh/y, avoided the royal apartments that would other- 
wife have been prepared for him, agreeably to the recommendations 
of the Directors, at Ragemah/l, or Alongheer; and who, for taking 
the indifcreet flep of leaving Wlahabad, has been finally chaftifed by the 
Company and their fervants, firft, in their with-holding his faid 
annual ftipend, and, afterwards, by depriving him of the provinces 
of Korab and I/kihbabad, and giving them, for a pecuniary gratifica- 
tion, to Dis Visier, the Nabob Sujab al Dow/ah. 

The reader, therefore, who impartially confiders the faéts herein 
related and proved, can no longer doubt what the author of Corf- 
deiations hath aflerted; f ‘* that his IMPERIAL Majesty was de- 
pendent for his fubfiftence upon the fervants of an incorporated 
focicty ef Exugl/b merchants, who had raiicd him to that exalted 
title for the ferving of their own temporary purpotes ; that he was 
no other than their tool ; and would neceflarily remain fuch, fo long 
as he continued among them; and that the § pretence of governing: 
Bengal by a Naspos, under fuch a Great MoGuL, was a mot 
fcandalous impofition ; thole puppets of fovereigaty, being no 
other than pentioned inftruments ot impofture and tyranny ; while 
the annual charges incurred under their clokes have been made, in 
no inconfiderable degree, a fund in reverfion, for the private purfes 
of the governing Europeans in thofe countries.” | 

So long as it ferved their purpofes, it was not wonderful that 
the Company, or fuch of their fervants as have had this Prince, in 
the character of Mogul Emperor, under their management, thould 
hold him out asa potent and independent Sovereign; for, other- 
wife, what would become of his dewannee-funnuds, grants of 





* See the 33d paragraph of their letter of the 11th November 1768. Appendix A. 
page i191. 

+ See the 44th, 45th, and 46th paragaphs of their letter of the roth -f/ri/ 1771. 
ibid. page 2.56. 

t Cenfiderations, vol.I pages 33, 50, &c. 

§ Ibid. page 217. 
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jagueers, fteeps, free-gifts, or the honorary titles which have for 
íons time paft dazzled and impofed on the weftern world? ‘The 
dignified difguife of fuch an elevated authority might ferve to fur- 
nifh the Company’s ruling-fervants with convenient pftetences for 
planning the —— of a Prince’s * dominions, or an expedition to 
+ Deh]; but the impofture was carried too far, when, under the 
veil of their country, or Pertian corre/pondence, they made ufe of this 
poor, helplefs, and deluded Prince, as a channel of. familiar com- 
munication with the t Sovereign of Great Britam. 

Mr. Verelf? fays, § ** fhould any private man, taking advantage 
‘& of an unfettled government, opprefs and harrafs the harmle/s 
«& natives of Bengal, and endeavour to fhelter himfelf under the let- 
e ter of laws calculated for a very different ftate of fociety; let 
«< the mifcreant be punifhed as. his crimes deferve, by a removal 
<< from the [cene of his ravages, by the contempt and deteftation. of every 
< honeft mind.’ And again, || ‘6 Mr. Bolts does not chufe to in- 
« veftigate, in this place, all the private reafons which occafioned 
« the dewannee being affumed by Lord Clive and his Seleét Com- 
<¢ mittee.—Why. not?. If. Mr..Bo/ts knows any private reafons, 


* See, in Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. IV. page 88, his Imperial Maje- 
fty’s moft gracious anfwer to the petition of *“ Ais loyal fervants the Englith Sirdars,” or 
Deputies, in December 1768, propofing the. recovery of the di/menibered ufurpations of 
the Rajah Hindcoofut, to be appropriated to the payment of the Engii/E Company's 
army. In this Prince’s dominions, to the fouth-wefiward of //ahabad, are the mines of 
Chudderpocr and Panna, from whence great quantities of diamonds are extraéted. Had 
the plan been carried into execution, this precious commodity might have been found.a 
convenient and sonJurable fuccedaneum, by the gentlemen of the Select Co:nmittee; for, 
the covenants which reftricted the ‘eceipt of prefents could, in no wife, have been con- 
itrned -to reftrain them from digging diamcads out of amine. By the Seleét Commit- 
tee’s letter to the Directors, of. the 6th Farwary 1769 (Sce Merei/i’s Appendix, page 89.) 
it appears, that thefe territories of the Rajah Hindosfur, if taken, would have been alfo 
confidered as a convenient fund, that would have enabled Shah Allum “* to beficw re- 
« wards on thoje whom he might chufe to honour with-a provifior 3°- which was certainly 
the primary object of the Committee’s confideration, in giving their Mints to the Depu- 
s ties”? on that bufinefs, in confequence of a formal refolution that had been taken at a 
meeting of the 31ft Jugut 1768. See alfo Appendix A. Num. XXXVII. page 183. 

+ See General Smith's letter to the Select Committee of the iſt May 1769,. exprefling 
his Mogul Majefty’s folicitude for a body-guard, to condu& him to Dediy; which the 
General would have fent under the command of the fame gentleman whom -he acknow- 
ledged, before the Houfe of Commons, to. have been his. partner in trade. Appendix A.. 
Num. XLI. page 195. 

+ Ibid. page 196. 

$ Fereljt's View, Fc. page 14.. 

i Ibid. page 20. 
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‘e fhould this «rtucns seat fupprefs them? If he knows none, 
«© how bafe the imputation !” 

After duly contidering the facility with which fuch fcentes were 
perpetrated, as have been deigribed, and the faéts which have been 
proved, in this and the preceding chapters, the candid reader wilt 
be able to diftinguith the men — have deferved the judgment de- 
nounced by Mr. Fere/?, for taking advantage of an untettled govern- 
ment. If to all thofe circumftances, he adds the confideration of 
the political manoeuvres of the Company’s ruling fervants with the 
GREAT Mosur Shah Allum, and the Nabobs of Bengal; their 
confirmations of Lord Clive's jaguecer; the progrets of Eag India 
{tock from the year 1765 to 1769, in contequence of the very ex- 
aggerated and impoting accounts tran{mitted * from Jada; the pur- 
chafes of that ftock made by + Lord Clive; the conduct of the de- 
luded Proprietors in voting an additional ten years grant of the 
{Į jagueer to that noble Lord; the operation of the falt monopoly ; 
the fudden fortunes obtained by the Seleé&t Committece-gentlemen, 
and the acquifitions made by all his Lordthip’s other friends, depen- 
dants and creatures, under the — Princrs of Bengal, together 
with the powerful effects and fecret advantages attainable by 
wealth, from feats or futtrages in public aflemblics ; he will 
eafily perceive how far the iources of emoluments, or pecuniary 
Bratifications, were § ** remcved by the GRANT cf the revenue to the 
‘< Englith Eat India Company,’ and he will be at no lofs to ditco- 
ver. the grvvate advantages of the dewannee tyftem, || ‘* called, in 
‘< derifion, the DoUBLE-GOVERNMENT.” 





* Appendix A. Num. XI. page 40. See alfo the 13th parag. of Lord Clive's letter 
to the Directors of the 30th September 1765. Reports, vol. III. page 394. 
| + Appendix A. Num. X. pages 28 to 39. 

t Ibid. Num. XXX. page 164. 

§ Vereljf’s View,- d&c. page 11. 

fi Ibid. page 20° 
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ON the EXCLUSIVE TRADE TO AND FROM InDIA; the REGu- 
LATIOMS of the East Inpra Company, and their late SER- 
VANTS, for CONDUCTING the INTERIOR CoMMERCE of BEN- 
GAL, and their Praétice of sEIZING their FELLOW SUBJECTS 
by MILITARY GUARDs in INDIA, and TRANSPORTING them 
to ENGLAND: with Remarks on the late Act of PARLIA- 
MENT for the better MANAGEMENT of the CompPany’s Affairs. 


HE advantages of freedom in commerce, and the confequent 

deftru€tive tendency of monopolies in general, are univer- 
{fally allowed by ali men of: knowledge; and no plea, but of a ne- 
ceflity, founded in the ancient ftate of the Eaf Indies and of 
Europe, was ever urged, by the ableft writers, in fupport of ex- 
clufive Companies among the Europeans who tradid to and from 
thofe countries. Where fuch neceffity therefore does hot exiit, 
the general intereft will be always beſt promoted by free traffic. 

But it is eafily demonitrable, that there can be no neceffit, for 
continuing any fuch exclvfive trade, in the prefent altered ftate of 
the Escli/h Eai India corcerns, when this kingdom poffeffes im- 

rtant territories in India, and hath the power of enacting l..ws on 
either .fide of the ocean, for turning into the fcale of this country 
all the advantages of an open regulated commerce, as much as the 
mature of fuch trade will admit. 

It may, however, be thought an unpopular attempt to attack 
prejudices eftablifbed by time and habit, and ftrengthened by a va- 
riety of combined intereits, which only time, with much expe- 
rience, can weaken, or remove. Mr. Verelſt, therefore, takes the 

refent popular fide of this queftion, and draws conclufions, which, 
be fays, are evident, of ‘* the * mecefity of an exclufive Company ; 
% the expediency of uniting the commerce, the political power, 
** and the revenues in the fame hands,” from the praétice of other 
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European nations ; although none of them, in faét, are in the fame 
favourable predicament in which Great Britain ttands at pretent on 
the Continent of India. 

Yet, without the advantages, in that refpeét, which this nation 
now pofiefies, France and Portugal are already recovered from this 
error, by encouraging an open trade to India, in fach manner, 
that it muit be owing to the future deviations of their refpeétive 
governments from the | firft principles of commercial legiflation, if, 
uninterrupted by war, their practice do not, in a very few years, 
evince the propriety of Great Britain's either following their ex- 
amples, or of confining her importations from 4fa to the confumption 
of her own dominions. If we may be allowed to judge, from prc- 
fent experience, what is moft likely to obviate fuch events, it is 
the impolitic meafures which the Company purfue in order to pre- 
vent all other nations from obtaining goods in the provinces under 
their influence; which, fhould no worſe confequences entue, if 
continued, muft finally terminate in the fo total debafement and 
dearnefs of the Indian manufactures, as muft render their importa- 
tion neither profitable to themfelves or to any other nation. 

The necefflity of creating exclufive Companies, after the difco- 
very of the trade round the Cape of Good Hope, arofe principally, 
if not wholly, from the aé¢ts of piracy and murder committed in 
India by one fet _of Europeans upon the other a and from their infti- 
gating and entering into alliances with the indian Princes for the 
{fame purpotes. In the immutable nature of things, arms, revenues, 
and commerce, are as heterogeneous as fire, earth, and water. 
When blended, they are deftructive of each other; but while they 
act feparately, they are of mutual fupport.—But to {uch men as 
reafon on political and commercial principles and practice, Mr. 
Verei does well to fay, his * ** work cannot be addreffed.’ The 
diftrefled natives of Bengal, and the fufteting Proprietors of India 
Stock in England, have alike woefully experienced the fatal effects 
of a junction of fuch powers. 

As well grounded is Mr. Vereis fagacious information, + ‘* that 
« the Exchequer receives annually four fifths of the profits gained 
« by the Company :” for if, as we muft fuppofe, he means in 
cuftoms and exciie taxes, the fame kind of merit may be claimed 
with equal juftice, by brewers, diftillers, and all other traders pro- 





* Verelii's View, page 44- 
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portionally, with regard to their refpective bufinefles. Can any 
conliderate man fuppote, that government would fuffer beers, 
brandies, teas, or any other exciteable commodities, fo to burden 
the labour and trade of this kingdem, as at prefent, tor the mere 
benefit of dealers? Or that it would be at fuch an annual ex- 
pence for preventing the finugeling in of thote articles, but for the 
duties and excifes thereon, which are neeeiliry for fupplying its 
own demands on the fubject ? The allegations, therefore, of pub- 
lic advantages fo derived trom the Company, arc no other than the 
effects of grofs ignorance, or great difingenuity ; tor fuch taxes arc 
not paid to government by them, but by the confumers of their 
conimoditics. | 

But if, in his eftimation of deductions made be government from 
the profits of the Eaf India Company, Mr. Fere/f includes the four 
hundred thoufand pounds which, for three years, were paid by 
them, as a kind of quit-rent for nearly four millions, which they 
havc collected of annual-revenue tor many years paft, it is fiill a 
more ridiculous aflertion, becaufe the whole was indifputably the 
property of the ftate. | 
So hkewife, when Mr. Verelſt obferves, * < that the property of 
the Proprietors of Eaf India Stock has been employed in fuftaining 
the power of Great Britain, and wrefting all dominion from her 
enemies in A/a; and that, if the Company has occafionally ob- 
tained the protection due to every fubject from -the ftate, it has 
likewife given an affiftance which no other fubjeét could -fford, 
has lavithed its own wealth, and rifqued its own fecurity in na- 
tional contefts, in wh.ch the Company’s interefts were by no 
means involved ;” it may be fairly anfWwered, that in doino what 
they did, they acted for their own particular intereft, as well as 
for the common good; and thereby did no more than, in propor- 
tion, was done by every other company, or colony, or community 
of the body-politic: nor to any other did equal advantages reiult 
from the war. 

In whote caufe, it may be afked, were the ftruggles maintained 
on the coaſt of Coromandel? The French government had been long 
feeking to eftablifh dominion there ; which, but for that war, they 
would infallibly have effected, in fo formidable a degree, as to have 
foon accomplifhed their great objeét, the deftruction of the Lg/i/h 
Luft India Company ; who, by the ſucceſs of that war, were not 
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only foon eff=ctually freed from fo dangerous an enemy, but, at the 
ie Dei peace, were left without one formidable European rival 
in udia. At an immenfe expence to the public, the fea and land 
forces of this kingdom were employed in that war; and tothe fame 
affiftance have the Company been principally indebted for their fub- 
fequent acguifitions, by good or bad means, of fuch wealthy and 
extenfive territories as gave occafion to their fervants, to declare 
them to have become THE SOVEREIGNS OF RICH AND POTENT 
KINGDOMS. 

If they did not avail themfelves of thofe acquifitions to their 
own infinite advantage, but greatly -the contrary ; or if they were 
deceived and abufed therein, the fault muft have .becn owing to a 
want of abilities, er honefty, in thofe to whom they entrufted the 
direction of their affairs at home; or perhaps to a far greater want 
of both in thofe fervants whom they appointed to manage their con- 
cerns in Fiindoflan. Either of thole propofitions might {erve to de- 
moanftrate the impropriety of the Eaf India Stockholders being en- 
trufted with fuch power; but thcy can have no juft reafon to com- 
plain of the natural and unavoidable confequences of their own 
errors, or to reproach the nation with their peculiar fervices, being 
themielves more indebted thereto, than any other body of tubjects 
in the Brith dorainions. 

So much for the exclufive trade to and from Ardara, and for the 
account likewife of favours conferred, gr benefits acquired, as ftated 
by Mr. Peref?, reciprocally, Lctween the Company and kingdom. 
It may be wow proper to fubmit to the rezder’s confideration, a few 
remarks on the trade carried on, of late years, by the Company 
and their fervants in Indra. But as this fubject hath been already 
treated at large in the firit part of Confiderations, &c. and much hath 
alfo been faid thereon in the preceding chapters of this volume, we 
fhall now only prefent to the reader tuch additional -matters as ap- 
pear neceffary, to corroborate, or elucidate, what hath been already 
laid before him. 

In the better times which preceded the Company’s government 
in Hindan, but particularly in Bengal, when merchants of all 
countries were ftrongly protected, and no limits weregfet to the 
tales, or purchafes, of any nations, or individuals ; thofe provinces 
produced enough of all commodities for anfwering every call that 
could offer, and no monopo!ivs could take place. By fuch means, 
to the infinite advantage of the individuals of thofe countries, there 
gradually had grown up, ef natives and others, many opulent ipc- 
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culators in the furpluflages of produéts, who, from fearon to feafon, 
made laudable profits by fuch dealings, as did occafionally ferve to 
unburthen the ryots, or the manufacturers and inferior farmers ; 
to accommodate the itinerant merchants of other countries readily 
with the commodities they wanted, and alfo, in every way, to 
affift the foreign and native traders refident in the refpeétive pro- 
vinces. When treating of the unbounded extent of the former 
trade and confequent riches of Bengal, even Mr. Vere/? thus informs 
the Direétors: 

* << Of the immenfity of thts we muft conceive the moft confe- 
©% guential idea, when we find, from the Cuftom-office-books at 
$* Murfbedabad, that fo late as d/laverdy Khawn’s + time, and after 
< {fo many internal revolutions and foreign ravages, nearly the 
* value of {eventy J lacks, in raw-filk, were entered there, exclu- 
<< five of the European sxvefiments, which were not regiftered in them, 
* as being either duty-free, or paying at Hoog/y.” 

Such were the effects of the wife fyftem by which Hindofax was 
then governed; whereby the Bengal provinces became fo much en- 
riched, as not only emgage A to abound with wealth, but hke- 
wife to be able to afford in fpecie, without fuffering injury there- 
from, av immenfe annual tribute to the Court of Deh/y; little of 
which ever circulated back to thofe provinces again:—fF ull freedom 
of trade, therefore, under the government of the Moguls, and even 
under the ufurpimg Nabobs, made Bengal flourifhing and wealthy, 
and her Princes of courfe, greatly opulent. 

But although the profpe ity of the Bengal provinces aepend en- 
tirely on the freedom of their mterhal and external commerce, and 
even the profits of the Company’s trade to and from thofe territo» 
ries ftand upon the fame fowndation, a quite contrary fyftem was 
induftrioufly purfued, to the ruin of thote countries; vy the. hte 
Seleé&t Committees, whom Mr. Vere/# undertakes particularly to de- 
fend. | 

It hath been already fhewn, that former Courts of Dire€tors en- 
deavoured greatly to encourage all freedom of trade among their de- 
pendants in Indis; the parties fo trading conforming to the laws 
and ufages of thofe countries, and paying the eftablifhed: duties. 
Upon fuch a footing, the Engliſſh, at all times, might trade inland, 


# See the 6th parag. of his letter of the sth Aril 1769. Reports, vol. V. page 413. 

t Aano 1756. 

} 85,0001, fterling. ‘ 
in 





254 CONSIDERATIONS OWN 


in any articles, equally with the Nabob’s fubjeéts; for it would be 
almott as abturd to fuppote, that any regulations made by the Com- 
pany could extend to the Nabob’s dominions, as it would be tə 
imagine, that within their own fettlements, in which they were to 
be governed by the laws and cuftoms of this kingdom, they could 
legally prohibit any refident from buying and felling. Such, alto 
we have fhewn, were evidently the fentiments of the late Mr. Van- 
fittart on the inland trade of Bengal; who has * informed the pub- 
lic, that fuch orders “thereon, from the Company, as were in torce 
at the time of his arrival at Calcutta, in the year 1760, did not con- 
tradict this opinion, which had béen confirmed by the practice of 
both his predeceflors, Lord Clive and Mr. Holwell. 

All the exclufive trade which the Company were ever intitled to 
by acts of the legiflature, was that between England and the countries 
eaftward of the Cape of Good Hope. ‘They were never entrufted 
with icgiflative powers for the government of great dominions in 
India; but merely with fuch as were deemed neceffary for defend- 
ing and regulating the factories and fettlements which they were 
permitted to poffefs abroad, for the purpofe of carrying on their 
trade of imports and exports; fuch powers — been given to 
them exprefly becaufe it was conceived they would tend to the in- 
creafe of_the national trade, and of his Majefty’s revenue. It was 
aifo exprefly provided in their charters, that none of their regula- 
tions, or bve-laws, for the direétion of even their own fervants or 
other dependants in India, thould be repugnant to the laws and 
{tatutes of this kingdom. `% 

Ít is therefore evident, that fo long as the Company were pleafed 
to confine themielves within the bounds of allegiance to their own 
Sovereign, they were in duty obliged to regulate their conduét by 
the laws of Great Britain; and when they chofe to affume the go- 
vernment of kmgdoms in Afia, they were as much virtually bound 
to govern fuch dominions by the laws and cuftoms of Hindcfian ; 
whether they acted openly therein, or under the pretended autho- 
rity of Princes, whom they upheld for a difguife. 

By Mr. Vanfittart’s publication, laft quoted, and by the letters of 
the Directors on this fubje&t, recofded in the + Reports of the 
Houfe of Commons, it appears, that the abfurd orders tran{mitted 


* Vide Venfittart’s letter to the Proprietors of India Stock, in anfwer to the late Di- 
rector, Mir. Scrafton, printed for ¥. Newbery, 1767, pages 80. ee. 
t Reports, vol. IV. pages 188 to 193. 
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to the Prefident and Council by the Court of Directors in 1764, 
were a principal caufe of all the ruinous confequences which after- 
wards accrued to the trade of Bengal. 

Had the Court of Dire&tors even poffeffed the Iegal power, yet 
their great want of neceflary local knowledge muft have rendered 
them as unqualified ‘for regulating the interior trade of Indra, as 
their fervants were unfit for the carrying of fuch meafures into exe- 
cution, from being themfelves fo materially-interefted in events. 
And indeed, from the firft interference of the Direétors and their 
fervants therein, may be dated the commencement of deftruétion 
to. the trade of thofe provinces; of which truth, a momentary ad- 
Vertence to facts will force conviction on the reader’s mind. 

Among the various letters from the Courts of India Direétors, 
already referred to, concerning the inland-trade, that of the * Sth of 
February 1764, under pretence of doing juftice to the natives and 
the Nabob, and of not infringing the Mogul Furrukhfeer’s Fir- 
maun, prohibited trading, not only in falt, beetlenut, and tobacco, 
but alfo in every other article produced, or confumed in the country ; 
but, however, with a latitude given to the Prefident and board at 
Calcutta, to add to, or improve on thofe orders, agreeably to the 
SPIRIT of their. meaning. 

Under fuch delegated powers, it hath been fhewn, that the mean- 
ing of the Directors was immediately interpreted, by the ruling fer- 
vants in Bengal, fo entirely to their own advantage, that onc of the 
firft meafures taxen thereon was the eftablifhment of a monopoly 
of all trade in thofe very ipecifically prohibited-articles. How far 
their Prefidents and Seleé&t Commixtees confulted the welfare cf the 
natives and inhabitants of thofe provinces, in the farther freedom 
of dealings, or how well they were qualified for legiflators to a 

ople diftinguifhed for agriculture, manufacturing, and trade, may 

e {een from their fubfequent orders and regulations. 

At a fele&t confultation, held the 19th of February 1766, upon a 
complaint from their tool-of a Deputy-Nabob, Muhommed Reze 
Khawn, of the oppreffions praétifed by goémaftahs in general, the 
Committee made the regulation, already mentioned, for all go- 
maftahs employed in the inland-trade to be furnithed with perwd- 
nahs by the Prefident > in which were to be fpecified the places of 
their refidence, the bufinefs they were to be employed upon, and 
the time requifite for each purpofe; without which no man was to 


* Reports, vol. III. page sac, 
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be permitted to buy or fell. At the fame Committee, they were 
jikewife pleafed to make a merchant of Mahommed Reza Khagun, to 
whom they entrufted the purchafe of a// the timber and chunam pro- 
duced in a whole province. In June 1766, for the farther benefit of 
trade and circulation, they adopted the notorious plan of a new and 
over-rated * gold coinage, which altered the ftate of the currency 
throughout the whole country, effectually drained it of its remain- 
ing filver {pecie, and terminated in a great lofs to the Company: and 
at a fubfequent Committee, on the 12th of Auguſt 1766, they threw 
ito the hands of their miniftex the whole ophium trade of the pro- 
wince of Bahar. 

In order to make a {hew of their great regard for the poor induftris 
ous natives, at another Committee held the 15th of the fame 
month, upon private information taken from one Coffimaut, ina 
fummary way, peculiar to themfelves, they colleéted from a num- 
ber of merchants, who were accufed of —— falt at prices exceed- 
ing the rates eftablifhed by the Committee, no lefs a fum than forty-one 
thoufand five hundred and thirty-five rupees: but they kept it for fuch 
good and charitable purpofes as the Governor and Council fhould + direk. 

At their meeting of the roth of September 1766, when they re- 
folved upon calling all Company’s fervants, and other Europeans, 
from the inland-country and the fubordinate factories, it was pre- 
tended to be the only means for fecuring the neceflary authority zø 
the goverment, and protection to individuals. But they excepted 
from thrs order fuch perfons as they were pleafed,; upon the fame 
pretences, while, out of regard to therr own agents, particularly 
thois employed in the falt-bufinefs, at a Committee of the 7th of 
Ogtober 1766, they cancelled certain penalty-bonds, which two of 
thole agents, Metirs. Charles Bloomer and Tom Lewis had given for 
their good behaviour; and were alfo gracioufly pleafed to indulge 
thote gentlemen with the privilege of trading duty-free. 

On the 22d of October 1 766, this enlightened Committee alfo made 
a regulation to confine the trade of all Europeans to certain articles, 


* See Appendix A, Num. XIX. page 123- The noble Prefident pleaded before the 
Houle of Commons, in juftification of his having adopted this plan, that ‘* the gold 
** coinage was a fubject very much out of his fphere; that he was totally unacquainted 
« with the propertions of alloy, and the mixture of metals; and that he did not receive 
“ a farthing advantage from it.” See Lord Cfive's printed fpeech, page 10. An ho- 
nourable member prefcnt oppofed to this argument, or apology of his Lordfhip, the com- 
parative cafe of a quack doctor, who had opened a principal artery, and, after the death 
of his patient, endeavoured to juftify himfelf upon his ignoranec of anatomy. 

+ Reports, vol. LIL. page §23. 
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whereof they compofed a moft ridiculous lift, under thé denomina- 
tion ef exports from the Prefidency and Faétories ; and all trade 
from one part to another of thofe extenfive territories was thereby 
abiotutely prohibited, * ‘* on pain of confifcation of the goods, to 
‘ be appropriated at the pleafure of the Committec."—A few days after- 
wards, they likewife committed the fuperintendence of this bufinets 
to their tool Mabommed Reza Khawun: who was direéted + to caute 
all perwanahs to be immediately regittered, and, without delay, to 
fend down to Calcutta, all fuch perions as could not produce a pro- 
per authority for their trade and refidence in the provinces: while a 
number of military guards were ftationed ata variety of places called 
Ghokeys, for the collection of duties. And further, on their own 
fuggeition that the country would not produce fo much raw-filk 
as the Company had required for Europe, while private merchants 
Were permitted to deal in that article, at a Committee, f held on 
the 27th of December 1766, they were pleafed to reftrain, or pro— 
hibit a trade in that commodity alfo. 

Upon the inland, or circular traffic of the Bengal provinces, 
wholly depended the profperity of their external commerce, and the 
annual liquidation of a large balance in their favour, from the adja- 
cent and other diitant countries, whofe merchants were ufed yearly 
to refort to their frontiers : and whatever merchants carried on this 
circular trade, muft have been quite immaterial, fo long as they 
peaceably conformed to the laws and ufages of the ccuntry, and 
paid the eftabliffd duties. 

Yet, without any diftinccion made on thofe points, the wifdom 
of the Calcutta legiflators ditcovered in general, that the circular 
§ traffic of Bengal was particularly pernicious. ‘The inland-trade 
carried on by the French, they likewite deemed an encroachment ; 
and, as if exprefly for the purpofe of preventing the influx of wealth 
from the interior parts of Fisndoffan, they gave — to Shetabroy, 
their collector at Patna, for {topping all trading boats that fhould 
attempt to pafs the frontiers of || Bebar. 

To crown the whole of fuch proceedings, at a Select Commit- 
tee, held the zogth of December 1767, they formed a fet of regula- 


* Appendix A. Num. XXI. page 135. 
+ Ibid. Num. XXII. page 134. 

t Ibid. Num. XXV. page 142. 

§ Ibid. page 163. 

t Ibid. page +64. 

4% ibid. Num."XAXXII. page 108. 
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tions for conduéting the inland-trade of the country, which their 
Refident at the Durbar was directed to enforce, as ufual, under 
the pretended authority of their tool of a Nabob, without making 
the se. ag 4 to appear as principals, exprefly for the purpofe of 
preventing the trade of the other European nations; under which 
regulations, Shetadéroy would not permit the French to carry on any 
trade whatever, notwithftanding they were * willing to pay the ufual 
duties, without orders from Mr. Prefident Vere//?. 

It was impoffible to frame laws which, confidering the ftate of 
Bengal, could tend more direétly to opprefs the inhabitants, and to 
curb or fetter their trade; and indeed, fuch was the very alarming 
profpect, from thé inevitable bad confequences of thofe regulations, te 
the manufactures and the revenue of the provinces, that the writer, 
then on the f{pot, ventured to reprefent their evil tendency to the 
Court of Direétors, in his memorial, already + mentioned, of the 
r2zth Odtober 1767. 

None of the gentlemen at the Board of Council, through whom 
that memorial was tran{mitted, paid any attention to its contents. 
Neverthelefs, Mr. Richard Becher, one of thofe very gentlemen to 
whofe attention it had been particularly f recommended, and who 
had joured with the reft of the board, in condemning it as a pro- 
duétion filled with mif-reprefentations and falfehoods, after he had 
fucceeded Mr. Sykes in the Refidency at the Duréar, foon difcovered 
the baneful effects that had been produced by thofe deftructive re- 
gulations. In a letter of the 7th May 1769, that gentleman in- 
formed Mr. Yereli, § that the poor manufacturers had been obliged 
to fell their commodities at any price, which thofe employed to 
purchafe for the Exg/i/h thought proper to give them ; that finding 
mo free-vent for their goods, they were difcouraged from manufac- 
turing them; and that the natives, 4drmenians, and others, had 
been long depfived of the liberty of purchafing goods at the firít 
hand, to the great detriment of the revenue. 

The ftationing of foldiers at Chokeys, for the colleétion of duties, 
afforded the moft favourable opportunities for the practice of every 
fpecies of impolition ard fraud by the Chokeydars and others, who 


* Appendix P. Num. XXI. page 296. ‘The Court of Direétors ‘were afterwards fo 
inyudicious as to countenance this impolitic conduct, See Appendix A. Num. XXX VIII. 
page 184. 

+ See page 82. 
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availed themfelves of their uncontrouled military authority to de- 
tain the goods of the merchants, and to extort whatever fums they 
pleafed for their releafement. ‘That fuch was the effect of the prac- 
tices confequent of this w/e eftablifhment of military-guards for the 
purpofes of commerce and revenue, may be fully feen in the proofs 
here referred * to: practices which naturally contributed to render 
every part of the country, what Mr. Sykes defcribed the moft fruitful 
province of Purnea to have become, + ‘* a wafe, and habitation of 
birds and beafis.”” 

The fatal effects of all thofe impolitic and mifchievous regula- 
tions were alfo foon very fenfibly felt by the Company in England, 
miomuch, that from the moft accurate f accounts drawn up by 
order of the Directors, it appeared, that on the cargoes of 30 fhips, 
brought from Bengal, during the five years fubfequent to the af- 
fumption of the dewannee, the prime coit of which was 3,037,266 lL. 
the Company had only gained 680,502 1. whereas they had 

ained 930,700 l. upon the inveftments of only 1,642,180 l. that 
ad been imported in 20 fhips, during the five preceding years. 

So that notwithftanding the high encomiums which the Prefidents 
and Seleét Committees had paffed on their own virtues and abilities, 
and particularly on their great attention to the Company’s inrereft, in 
the vaft increafe of their inveftment (which, as the intelligent Mr. 
Verelfi calculated, would yield the Company one § hundred and fe- 
venty-five per cent. profit) the Court of Directors weve forced to 
complain, that «heir {hips were returned from Bengal with fuch de- 
preciated fabricks, that fome of them || ‘** /carce produced their origi- 
‘“« nal cot.” And if a complete ani faithful account were laid hefore 
the public of their fales down to the prefent time, the writer might 
venture to affert, that it would appear they have been fince loting 
at avery confiderable rate upon -the whole of their calico-inveft- 
ments from that Prefidency. 

But after Mr. Verei had been a principal author of every order 
and every regulation that was calcutated to confine and fetter trade, 
and which’ had actually brought the provinces to the brink of fuch 
ruin as could no longer be concealed, it is curious to fee how that 
gentleman filled the Company’s records with long-winded, high- 





œ Sce Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. IV. page 115, oc. Alfo Appendix 
B. Numbers VII. XIII. XIV. XXVII, XXVIII. and E. Num. XLV. Ge. 
+ Appendix B. Num. XV. page 292. 
t Ibid. A. Num. XLIX. page 250. 
& Bereits View. &c: Appendix, pape 119. 
§ Sec the Ictter from the Direétors of the roth ril i771. Appendix A. page 252. 
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founding: minutes and letters on the advantages of freedom in trade. 
Yet fuch was.the conftant tenour of Mr. Ferels public conduét. 

In his minute entered on the procecdings of a Select Committee, 
* held the 11th Auguſt 1769, he acknowledges, that ** the infights 
“ which he had then acquired by his researches into the trade of 
** the country, filled him with the moft alarming ideas of its ge- 
& neral ftate ;” that ‘* the frrcfs and merchants had been reduced 
** to beggary, or forced to relinquifh their bufimefs, and were gone 
‘© off to the adjacent countries ;’” and, contrary to what had been 
repretented by himfelf and the very members of this Committee 
but a few months before, of the ruinous conftquences accruing to 
Sujabh al Dowlah’s country, from the trade carried on there by the 
dependants of the Engi/p, he therein acknowledged, that the reafon 
why ‘* Sujah al Dowlais territories, in particular, did wear fuch 
** an afpect of affluence and increafing protperity beyond their own, 
“¢ was, in a great meafure, owing to the acceffion of wealth they had 
“© received from the natives of Bengal.” i 

In the iaid minute he likewife further acknowledged, that the 
diffuion and freedom of trade was the foundation of opulence and 
internal profperity ; that it fhould be as unconfined as the air mm which 
ae breaiwe, anc that fuch freedom, iùn Bengal, was. more particu- 
larly beneftcial, as its commerce, from the moft accurate calculations, 
was a clear and intrinfic gain to it, equal to the whole amount of its an- 
nual exports: Nloreover, that he haå been aflured by Mahommed 
Reza Khaten, that upon a mere ‘* intimation of a free-trade, orders 
s for the remittance of twenty lacks of rupees from Bandras, Agra, 
“© Debly, and Lahore, were fent to the Mogul agents.” 

It muít be allowed, the advantages of an entire freedom of trade 
in Benga/ cannot be better exemplified than by contrafting them 
with the acknowledged or known effects of a contrary praéctice. 

We have fhewn, from the evidence given by Mr. Verei, as 
taken from the government-books at Mutthedahed: that in the year 
1756, nearly the value of 875,0001. fterling, in the fingle article 
of raw-filk, had been entered at the cuftom-office by private mer- 
chants, exclufive of the inveftments of the European Companies. 
At this period the Company’s aflortment of Cofimbazar filk ufed to 
be invoiced, upon an average, at from fix to feven rupees per feer. 
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Now the greateft inveftment of raw-filk that was ever — for 
the Company in Bengal, even after their fervants had reftrained 
“the purchafes of all other perfons, was that imported in the year 
1771, which amounted to about 1,490,571 current rupees, or at 
twenty-feven pence each rupee, 167,689/.-45. 9d. fterling. 

Upon an inquiry into the fource of the continual complaints which 
the regulations of the Seleét Committees at Ca/cutta had occafioned to 
be made, by the French and Dutch, of the interruption of their trade, 
Prefident Vere]? and the Durbar Refident informed the Committee, 
by letter + of the 28th June 1767, that it was impraéticable to afto_d 
them any relief; becaufe, although the trade of private merchants 
had been curbed and curtailed to the utmoft, the country did not 
aftord a fufficient quantity of goods to anfwer their demands, fince 
the Eng/ifb Company’s inveftment had been ſo confiderably increafed : 
when, according to Mr. Verei, t ** Such was the rigour exercifed 
‘t to complete the quantity required by our Dire€tors, that the Na- 
“< bob has found it difficult to procure the neceflary fupply for his 
** houfhold, without making application to the Eng/i/b Agents.” 

Now the greateft inveftment, including raw-filk and every other 
article, provided for the Company in Benga/, to this day, was that 
of the year 1769, the prime coft of which amounte¢ to § 742,288 Z 
And the Cofimbazar filk imported by the laft íhips that have arrived 
in the year 1774 is invoiced to the Company at as high as fourteen 
rupees and three quarters per feer. 

Here the reader therefore fees from the moft indifputable evi- 
dence, that fo late as the year 1756, and even before the country 
had recovered from thofe internal revolutions and foreign ravages 
which Mr. Ferel defcribes to have brought it almoft to ruin, with 
a free trade and under the government of a native Nabob, Bengal 
yielded more in one fingle article of commerce than under the perni- 
cious operation of the orders and regulations of the Esaf India Direc- 
tors and their fervants, after feveral years of tranquillity, could be 
procured even with prices advanced above 100 per cent. and with the 


* See Appendix A. Num. XXV. pag- 144. 

t Ibid. Num. XXVII. page 157. 

$ Verelf’s View, oc. page 86. 

$ Appendix A. Num. XLIX. page 249. The writer has not taken the inveftment of 
the year 1771, which Mr. Vere/? {ays (page 85) amounted to 768,500/. becaufe that was 
artificially {welled by the moft deftructive purchafes made in Calcutta from the Company’s 
fervants and others, on which the Com pany gave at leaft twenty fer cent. upon the durung 
Prices, epaying ia bonds which immediately bore intereft at cight fer cent. 
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practifing of every fpecies of artifice to ingrofs the whole produce of 
the countrv. 

Such were the confequences of the interference of the Company 
with the inland-trade of Bengal. But berore we quit this fubje&, it 
may not be improper to call the reader’s attention alfo to the mode 
of forming and executing the various extraordinary orders and regu- 
lations which, from time to time, were made by the late boards at 
Cizlcutta, relative to the trade and government of thofe provinces. 

On the records of the Company, as hath been frequently fhewn, 
fich regulations were conftantly penned with the greate{t appearance 
of difintereftednefs and regard to the welfare of the community. If 
the candid readef, therefore, were to confider them, not from their 
nature and effeéts, but from the fpecious glofles with which they 
were difguifed, he might even imagine, lke a well-meaning Eaf 
India Dire€&tor, that upon the framing of fuch records, the bufinets 
was done; and that the poor natives of Bengal had been, of late 
years, the happieft people on earth. 

But he mutt be informed, that there were no effective Courts ap- 
pointed to inforce the execution, or punifh the tranfgreffion of fuch 
regulations s both which were alfo referved to the diicretion or ca- 
price of the Prcfident and Select Committee. The progrefs of thofe 
regulations, in Calcutta, had perpetually been no other than their 
Secretary’s_caufing notices on paper to be pafted up at the doors of 
the Council-houfe, the Mayor’s Court, and the Fort, containin 
copies of the refolutions of the board, and fometimes imperfeé& tran{- 
lations made thereof by thcir banyans into the Bengal language, 
rarely intelligible to the natives; which, after the firft ftorm of rain 
or wind had defaced or difperied them, were thought no more of. 

. The fame was the progrefs of thofe regulations alfo in the interior 
provinces, where they were tran{mitted to AMfahommed Reza Khawn, 
or their Refident at the Durbar, under whom he aéted: and tothe 
Chiefs, or the Indian Collectors who acted under their infpection, at 
the fubordinate factories : while the governing fervants of the Com- 

any, who enadied, as well as thofe who were to inforce or fuper- 
intend the execution of fuch Laws, were conftantly the firft and 
moit interefted in breaking them.—Thus the only barrier againft 
the luft of rapine was a fimple combination of the letters of an al- 
phabet. 

The impartial reader, thercfore, who duly weighs the facts herein 
fubnmntted to his judgment, cannot withhold hfs afent to our pro- 
pofiuon, that the commencement of ruir to the interior traffic of 
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and poverning fervants interfering in the regulation thereof: and if 
it be confidered, that the regulations and reftrictions which they have 
fo made and intorced, of late years, have been equally as contrary 
to the laws and cuftoms of Fiindoffan, as to thofe of Great Britain, it 
will alfo be readily admitted, that they have been wholly as illegal 
as they have been repugnant to reafon, and tyrannical. 

In fuch a fituation of Benga, could there aman exift, regardful 
of the welfare of his fpecies, and not folicitous for the falutary and 
equitable interpofition of the wifgorm of the Britj Legiflature, from 
whicli alone any hopes could be entertained of remedies for the eviss 
that were daily increafing under fuch a government ? 

A rational dread of the ill confequences that might refult, as well 
from their own direétions, as from the regulations of a Seleét Com- 
mittee who were continually afluming the highe{t merits from the 
moft pernicious meafures, induced the Court of Eaf Indra Directors, 
by their orders * of the 15th September 1769, to the intended Supe.- 
vifors, to reftore the trade in falt to the former footing, by opening 
it to all perfons, as well natives as Europeens. And the farther expe- 
rience of their fatal effets, with the alarming accounts of abufes and 
diftrefs which they were continually receiving from Benga/, at length 
fo far opened the eyes of the Directors, that in the year + 1771 they 
judicioufly abolifhed dufiucks, and gave fuch other orders for the uni- 
verfal freedom of trade, as might, in a few years, if left to their full 
operation, have j.1 a great meafure revived the drooping manuraciures 
and retrieved the almoft lot branches of the frontier-traffic of the 
Bengal provinces. | 

But by a narrownefs of mind, or a fhort-fightednefs which hath 
ever attended the orders or regulations of the Directors, when their 
obje& has been to reconcile the exercife of their ufurped legiflative 
powers with their comme.cial interefts, the fame letter which con- 
tained their orders for the freedom of trade, and the protection of the 
natives, conveyed fuch other powers to their Prefident and Council, 
as muft naturally have rendered thofe orders wholly ineffectual. Thefe 
were private powers, given in a particular commiifion under the 
Company’s feal; whereby, in open denance of juftice, and in viola- 
tion of the conftitutional and unalienable birth-nghts of their tellow- 
fubjects, the Directors impowered their ruling fervants in India to 


* Reports, vol. III. page 53i. ; 
+ Sce their general letters of the roth Abril and 28th Augi 177%. Appendix A. 
Num. LI. page 250. and Num. LII. page 260. (3 
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feize and fend forcibly to England any of his Majefty’s fubje&s whom- 
foever, under fuch unnatural and tyrannical conditions impofed on 
them by * new- contrived covenants, as rendered them the mere help- 
leis flaves or the Company’s Prefidents and Councils, who were 
thereby made the fole judges of the propriety and expediency of fuch 
cruel and ruinous tran{portations. 

The exercite in a Brith colony of this exorbitant power by the 
Company's fervants, of arbitrarily imprifoning, banifhing, and trant- 
porting of Briti/h tubjécts by military guards, was reprefented by the 
Author of Confderations, as a + principal caute of that rapid acquifition 
of immenfe fortunes which would continue to bring thofe provinces 
nearer and nearer to deftruétion, if effectual meafures were nat 
{peedily taken to prevent fuch violences, to enable the injured more 
eafily to obtain relief, and to inflict exemplary punifhments on fuch 
oppretiors. 

t“ Well calculated,” fays Mr. Fere/#7, * as this paflage may be 
“° to work upon the honeft prejudices ot an Eve///h reader, it is diffi- 
s cult to conceive why we are to attribute fortunes rapidly fqueezed 
** out of the natives to the practice of fending a dangerous European 
“< to England; or how the prevention of fuch violences, or punifh- 
& ments of fuch opprefiors, will fave the provinces from that ap- 
** proaching ruin which Mr. Bo/ts denounces.” , 

No man but Mr. Vere/? would have dared attempting to miflead 
the public judgment by the ftarting af fuch a doubt; for it will be 
found, unon a ferious examination, that no regulation could have been 
more favourably contrived for enabling the Company’s ruling fervants 
to continue their monopolies and other oppreflions upon the natives. 
The ruling fervants of the Company were at all times the only 
perions who could bé guilty of fuch great oppréffions, impofitions, 
or monopolies, as alone could enable them rapidly to acquire enor- 
mous fortunes, at the expence, and to the great injury of the na- 
tives. Noman of underftanding will doubt, that fuch oppreffions 
and monopolies muft tend to the ruin of the provinces; and there 
can be no honeit man, who knows any thing of the itate of the 
kingdoms under the power of the Company, but will admit, that no 
native of Indra would ever dare attempt to obtain juftice againft fuch 
opprefiors, without the afliftance of an European advocate. But if 


; . = thefe covenants 2t large, Reports of the Houfe of Commons, vol. III. pages 177 
o 180. 


t Conyjiterations, &c. vol. I. page 147. 
t Kerel/t’s View, Ee. page 7. 
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Tuch. European be made liable to be feized and tranfported to Ezod, 
at the rleature of the Company’s ruling fervants, it is felf-evident 
that the natives can have no checks in their favour, sor the preven- 
tion of fuch oppreflions as muft naturally terminate in the ruin of 
thofe provinces. 

Upon this tubject of tranfportation Mr. erel proceeds, in the 
fame page, thus :—‘* The nsode of reafoning in conftant ufe with 
‘ Mr. Be/is is by declaiming fyongly on pofhible éſſects to inflame 
the mind, to mention a pacticular fact which proves nothing, 
and then very liberally to deal forth general invectives, leaviup 
the reader to fuppote practices thus alluded to have frequently pre- 
“ vailed. Who would hot, from the following ‘paflage, be led to 

imagine, that the practice of fending to Europe had been io com- 
mon as to deftroy all private credit ? The reader will, perhaps, be 
#*° furprized to learn, that Mr. Be/ts is the fingle initance of a trader 
being fo traniported during many years.” 

It 1s certain that the writer was the only inftance; for feveral 
years paft, of an European of extentive dealings and great property, 
who had been in the Company’s civil tervice, being fo feized and 
forcibly fent away from Bengal. But, betides' the cafes already 
given in the firſt part of Confiderations, &c. the inftances were innu- 
merable of perfons who had received the fame arbitrary orders for 
departure ; and who, if they had not obeyed fuch orders, or evaded 
them by feeking.protection in foreign fettlements, would, in like 
manner, have been fent away by force. From the writer's fituation 
and the nature of his mercantile concerns, it was neither in his power 
or inclination to obey the illegal orders he had received: fo tnat he 
was, in a great degree, under the neceflity of putting thote powers 
to the teft of law, and to make fuch a ftand in the gap, between the 
defpotifm of the Company. and the liberty of the fubject, as, though 
it has terminated in his own ruin with reipeét to property, has already 
been of fome, and would have proved of much greater fervice to his 
Majctty’s fubjects in India, had not 4 fiatic infiuence too much pre- 
vailed in the laft Bist Parliament. 

Mr. Vere/j? farther obferves, * ** Common fenfe muft difcover, 
** that a power of feizing Brit fubjeéts, for the purpofe of fending 
*¢ them to England, muſt fall to the ground, if magiftrates, having 
*¢ amere local authority, fhould prefume to releafe them.” But fo 
far from ofiering one argument, that will ftand the teft of common 
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fenfe, to prove that the exercife of fuch a power was or is in any 
degree neceffary to the Company, he contents himfelf with a low 
* perverfion of the arguments which were ufed by the writer to prove 
that there could not poffibly exift any neceffity for their fo banifhing 
or tranfporting perfons, without a crime and without a hearing. 

In another place our author thus difcourfes on this fubjeét :— 
+ ** Mr. Bolts, {till declaiming againf. tranfportation, has this paf- 
‘s fage: “ But theré is a dire&t unconftitutional ufe to be made of 
ſuch power, which is, as we have feen, that of employing it to 
‘s punifh men for doing their duty, ‘even in Courts of Juftice. They 
‘¢ mav difoblige men in power by refufing to be pliant Judges, if 
‘ in the Mayor’s Court; or pliant Jurors, if impanelled as Jurymen 
“* at the feffions; and may be therefore punifhed with ruin, in re- 
“< venge for thear honeft difcharge of the firft focial duty.”—After 
thus reciting the writer’s words, Mr. Verelſt makes the following ap- 
peal tothe Public: ‘* Have fuch cafes ever exified? Was fuch an un- 
conſtitutional ufe been ever made of this power ?’ 

To thefe bold queftions it is as boldly replied in the affirmative, that 
{uch cafes have exifted, and that fuch abufes of the power mentioned 
have been often pradétifed in India. Were we inclined to recur to 
former times, :nany examples might be likewife given in proof here- 
of, with fome of which Mr. Vere/? was perfectly t acquainted. But 

without 

* ercis View; cc. pape 14. 

+ Ibid. pige 13. 

ț Inthe cafe ot Mr. Jonathan Ranfen. This gentleman, who is fill living near Lon- 
gon, hgd charge of the Company’s marine yard at Calcutta in the year 1751. On a 
pique harboured againft him by the ther Governor, it was privately fugeefted to dre 
Council, that frauds had been practifed in the marine department. On that fuggeltion, 
having previoufly fent Mr. Ranfon upon a furvey down the river, the Prefident and Coun- 
cil, by deliberate written orders, caufed his houfe and warchoufes to be forced open, and 
his books and papets to be feized and brought to the fert. A black merchant of confide- 
rable property, named Kany saig, who acted as Mr. Run/fon'’s banyan, was on this occa- 
fon alfo feized, and imprifoned from the 21ft of November 4751, to the soth of June 
1752; and, for age clas to lay his complaint before the Grand Jury, they were pleafed 
to order him to be ftripped, ticd up, and flogged with thirty-nine Inthes of the chawéuchk, 
and then fet at liberty. During the time of this perfecution, the refentment and power of 
the Governor and Council were exerted againft every man who did his duty, by endea- 
vouring to procure jultice, either to Mr. Ranfon or Ram/entefe, and particularly againft 
Mr. Wiliam lcahead, their agent, who was thereupon ordered home to England. Now, 
as whcn thefe tranfactrons took plhice, Mr. Kere/# was a Clerk in the Secretary's office ; 
and when Mr. Aan/ea’s complaiat was brourhetoa hearing in the Mayor's Court, in 1754; 
was both ali Aldcrinan and an evidence in the caule, we may naturally fuppole bim to 
have been weli acquainted with the whole proceedings. 

Qa this cale it may not be improper to olferve, that the Prefident and Council were, at 
one zud the tame time, the appicifors, tre only Juftices of the Fece to tahe cognizance 
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without having recourte to æras preceding his own adminittration, it 
may be allowed the writer, in his turn, to afk that gentleman, Did 
not Bs/ts do his duty, when, as an Alderman of the Mayor, Court, 
he endeavourcd, though in vain, to procure trom the Mayor of Cz- 
cutta 2 fight ot Mr. Ferejes private letter, in contequence of which 
the * caufe of Lr fevk of ateon was puta tudden ſtop to, in the mo- 
ment of judgment ? And dic not Mr. Keres? know, that in dvzu/ 
179%, at another Prefidency, itx Judges of the Mayor’s Court were 
fuddenly ordered home for not cOmplying with the requifition of the 
Company’s Prefident and Counnl, relative to the proceedings of th- 
Court, in a caufe wherein they themfelves were parties? 

With refpect to the deftruction of private credit, coniequent of 
this practice of fudden tran{iportation, although, by confounding the 
argument in puerile abufe ot the + ‘4 young writers” and the ** black 
<< merchants,” Mir. Vere/? attempts to evade the fact, by treating the 
idea asa chimera; yet every real merchant muit be fenfible, that ſuch 
an effeét will be the inevitable confequence of fuch a practice. It 
hath been already thewn, and may be feen in the reports of the 
Houle of Commons, that the Directors ot the Company were tor- 
merly fo attentive to this point, as to make it an article in the cove- 
nants of their fervants, that they fhould not leave their fiiétorics or 
fettlements before they had difcharged all’ tuch fums as they, might 
be juftly indebted to the f ‘** black merchants, or natives of the 
s country.” 

But whatever may have been Mr. Ferels View at the time of 
his publication, we have fhewn, by his own evidence, quoted in 
the preceding chapter, from the general letter of the 25th Seftember 
1769, Which was juft twelve months after his fudden feizure and 
traniportation of the writer, || that fuch was the general decay of 


of, and the only Judges to decide on criminal matters; while they were alfo the makers 
and unmekers of the Court of Mayor and Aldermen, and themfelves formed the Court of 
Appeals for all civil complaints. From fuch an eftablifhmenr, which fiil continues at 
every Prefidency except Calcutta, let the reader confider what a glorious prof{pect of jul- 
tice do thole Briti/b colonies in fa afford to the aggiicved ! 

This affair of Mr. Ranfon’s was brought to England: but the č lia Directors contrived 
to make matters up with that gentleman, probably not withoet apprehe ions, that they 
would have been, even then, depiived of this power of tyranulzina, bad iss effect. been 
public'y made known in Eugiani, 

* Fide Confeteratisns, Go. voir I. page gt. 

= ers 's View, its page 8. 

t Repoits, vol. UL. page 181. near the bortom. 

I Sece the zutih par. of a beter from Pri fideni erei and the Council of Calcutta to the 
Coert oi E yt Jasia Dirediors, Dated ihe agus ο. Report, vol. IV. page 416. 
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credit, that the moft opulent of the native merchants preferred lock- 
ing up their cath to the lending it at intereft, even zo the mef refpec- 
table charaéers amongtt the Company’s fervants. The ingenious 
reatons which the Prefident and Council advance to palliate the evil 
gre {uch as afford the moft condemnatory proofs againit themfelves. 
They defcribe this —— ſtagnation of trade and want of credit as 
owing to the great difficulty thofe natives found in recove) ung monex they 
Puta former lent, from the great fearc’ v of filver. 
It Mr. Feret will infift, that fucl: worthy fervants of the Com- 
pany could not pay their debts fror, the great fcarcity of filver, we 
anfwer, they might have paid them in gold, of which there was zoo: 
great a plenty: and therefore, unlefs he infifts that thofe moft re{pec- 
table characters had adulterated the gold coin, or were deficient in 
int of honefty, he muft agree with the Author of Confideraticns, 
that the diffidence of the native merchants was owing to the want 
of public juftice ; the infecurity of property ; the great alarm which 
the practice of fudden feizures, banifhments, and tranf{portations. 
had created, and the great lofles which.many of thofe natives had. 
fuftained from that praétice. For example’s take, it mav be here 
remarked, that no European ever had more extenfive dealings than 
- the writér with..the natives of India, to feveral of whom his tranf- 
portation thath proved fatal: for although, under a ftatute of bank- 
ruptcy, he hath delivered up his all in obedience to the laws of this. 
country, yet thofe natives can reap*no benefit from the laws at pre- 
fent in being, under the fhamefully-pretended fanétion of the autho- 
rity whereof they have, through him, fuffered their injuries. 

But, in oppofition to Mr. Vere/f#’s doctrine, it may be farther in- 
fitted, that che effect of this practice of fudden tranf{portation was not 
only the immediate deftruction of all private credit and fecurity, but 
that the mutual confidence fo neceflary in commercial affairs, which 
ſubſiſted between the natives and Europeans in the fettlement ot Ca/- 
cuita before the tranfportation of the writer and others, wili never be 
pertectly * re-eftablifhed, until they {hall be better ftecured, — 

ey 


* In the Memoirs of Rufa, lately publifhed, there is a remarkable cafe in point, as to 
this confequence of fudden tranfportation; whereby it appears, that the Czar Peter, 
notwithftanoding all his knowledge and abilities, by a wrong exertioa of power over a fingle. 
aodividual, ruined the whole credit of his fubjecéts, and defeated one of the moit beneticial. 
undertakings that was cver formed for the good of his country. The reader, it is hoped, 
will excufe a recital of this cafe in the words of the author : 

"t Peter I. during hbis 1:eign, took all the pains imaginable to make his fubjeéts wocd 
«* merchants, and to engage them not to fell any longer the merchandizes produced in nis 
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they are at prefent, againft the repetition of fuch practice, by fome 
future A&t of the Brith Legiflature. ; 

As to the new covenants which the Company haye lately impofed 
on their dependants, in order to give a fanétion to th’'s favourite ufure 
pation of power, the feizing of their fcllow-fubjeéts in Jndia and 
forcibly bringing them to England, they are truly fuch as the Author 
of Confiderations on India Affairs * reprefented.them; and ‘egies 
never would have been contrived, had it hot’ been for his cafe. 
The difpaflionate reprefentations of their evil tendency and injuftice, 
from gentlemen on whom they were endeavoured to be impofed at 
another Prefidency, may perhaps have greater weight with fome 
perfons than the reprefentations of a fuffering party. The reader is, 
therefore, referred to the Appendix for a perutal of the + remon- 
{trances that were made to the Prefident and Council, by tivo gen- 
tlemen who declined to execute them at Fort St. George. 

There have been epochas in the Britiſh conflitution, when, per- 
haps, the lives of the perfons who had forged fuch fhackles of fla- 
very, as are contrived in thofe covenants, would have been deemed 
inadequate facrifices to public juftice, for fuch- flagitious attempts 
againit the majefty of the people. But although BritiM fubjeas, 
allured by hopes of wealth, now tamely emigrate to Aidic, bound, 
by covenants, to flavifh acquiefcence under the vileft aéts of ty- 
ranny ; and alttiough.fuch ufurped powers have b&éen hitherto no 


** dominions at fecond hand, by foreigners; but to carry on their trade directly in goods 
laden on Ruffian bottoms, to foreign countries, in the mauner practifed by other com- 
** mercial nations. 
** In the beginning of this century, the Emperor made a trial of this kind. He fenta 
Rujfiaz merchant, called Solsview, to smjlerdam, there to eftablith a Ruffian factory, 
** or houle of trade ; and that he might fucceed the better, he not only gave him feveral 
** cormmiilions of the Court, but there were alfo granted to him preat advantages on the 
“ reft of his trade to Ruffia. As Ss/cview was really a man of parts, and had a!l the ne- 
‘* ceflary capacity, he knew fo well how to avail himfelf of all thofe circumftances, that 
he had, in a few years, gained a confiderable capital; at the fame time that his civil 
behaviour had won him the friendihip and confidence of all the Dutch merchants. But 
Peter I. being, in 1717, at Amflerdam, fome of the great men of the Court, who had 
taken a pique againft bim, becaufe he would not fatisfy the extortions of their avarice, 
** found means to blacken him in the opinior of the Emperor; who, having caufed this 
merchant to be carried off, had him embark@d on Board a fhip for Rufra. This occa- 
fioned the Ruffian trade's falling into a great decline in Holland, the àcalers of amifler- 
“ dam being thereby grown afraid of trufting any Ruffian Merchant; fo that it has not 
** been fince poffible to form there any folid eftablifhment.* Memcirs of Ruffia, by Ge- 
neral Manflein, page 387. - 
* Confiderations, &c. vol.I. papes 118 to 124. 


t See the letters of George Smith and Andrew Refs, Efgqrs. Appendix A. Num. LVI. 
pge 279. and Num. LUEI.. page 282. 


* 


* clic rwcife 





270 CONSIDERATIONS ON 


otherwife noticed by Parliament than in being honoured with a 
place in their * reports; yet is the practice which they are calcu- 
lated to fereen, not only repugnant to the perfonal rights of men, 
the equity of ferice, the fecurity of credit and private property 3; 
but hkewile to the trus interrits of the Company, the welture of 
the tubjugated provinces, end the goog of this kingdom. 

From what has been made to appyar, if mutt be rvident to the 
unprejudiced reader, that the ruinonus tituation to which the Bengal 
provinces Were reduced, from the vear 1765 to 1770, Was owing to 
the perfons intrufted with the Government being placed'in ditua- 
tions under little controul; or fuch, in fact, a treed them fror:: 
every retiraint, and enabled them to fet themſelves above: all la.. 
whatever; contrary to every principle of the Br//:/b conttitutt 
Perhaps, wherever there are evils under which the governed labou:, 
they may be generally deduced from a fimilar caute in every commu- 
nity. But it-the Governors, in Bengal, were under little controul 
before, the Legiflature hath fince placed them under much lefs. 

By the late Act of Parliament, of the 13th Gesrge IL. the Go- 
vernor General, the Council, and the Judges of the tupreme Court 
ot Judivature, cette’ iiM:ed in Bengal, are, indeed, reditrained from 
trading ar re.” ., prefents; and the faim, fort of -reftraint is laid 


upon all ; . wed in the collection of the revenues or the 
admuiniit’ ° P. tk tea thcir agents or fervants. There are alfo, 
among > ooo aasa. wife and cxcellent provitioms therein made, 


for the ..vinp fF l matters in the tupreme Court of Judicature by 
Juries ot Brot  Vctidents; tor the rendering of written evidence 
taken in Beng, 1m certain cates, of cqual validity with wed voce 
evidence in England; and for the trying in his Majefty’s Court of 
King’s Bench of all fuch crimes, offences, corrupt practices, or mif- 
demeanours, aS may be committed in Jada by the faid Governor 
and Council General, the Chief Juttice, or the Judges of the faid 
fupreme Court in Bengal, or Ly any perfon employed in a civil or 
mulitary itation or Capacity there or in any other part of India. 

But at the fame time that thete falutary regulations are made, the 
faid Governor General, the Couneil, and the Judges, making toge- 
ther nine men, to whom all the powers of legiflation and executive 
government are delegated, are freed from fuch indiétments, infor- 
mations, arrefts, or 1mprifonments, as their fellow-fubjeéts are lia- 


ble to in Afa: whereby the Legiflature hath effectually confirmed 


© Reports, Yol. NL: page: r: ‘S27 >. 
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the doctrine of Lord Clive's admiuniftration, that * oppreffions com- 
netted by the Prefident and Council were not cognizable by any civil, 
“< authority in India.” | 

It hath been fhewn, that the noble Lord Clive was the firft Go- 
vernor who ever prefumed to reftrain a man lawfully refident under 
the ſanction of the Briti/h laws in Bengal, from trading; and he and 
his Select Committee were the firft who fyftematically adopted the 
ruinous and iniquitous practice of fudden feizures, imprifonments, and 
tranfportations. And it is remarkable, that, *by*this A&t, the Go- 
vernor and Council alfo are intrufted with fuch powers of with- 
holding licenfes for trade or refidence in India, or for fending men 
forcibly to England, within twelve months, as, confidering the 
fituations of the Britifh refidents in that part or the world, are 
equivalent to the power of ruining any man at will; and fuch as, 
if fan€tified by the co-operation of the four Judges, might effectu- 
ally fecure them under any breach of the law, and protect them 
in any act of tyranny or rapine. In this fituation, the lands, the 
perfons, and the properties of the millions of induftrious inhabi- 
tants in the Bengal provmees, as well as the neighbouring Princes, 
are, by the Brit:/ laws, left at the mercy of nine men, who, it 
they fhould prove as unanimous and fuccefsful in their operations as 
the late Seleét Committees of Bengal, might reng¢w the. fame devat- 
tation, with hke emoluments and equal impunity to themfelves. 

With rg, s fo. to the regulations in this A& which relate to 
commerce, had they been dictated by the very Prefidents and mem- 
bers of the faid Committees, they could not have been better calcu- 
lated to fereen their own oppretions and blunders. ‘The dittrefs 
under which the commerce of Bengal has long laboured hath been 
proved to have been principally occationed by the fetters and reftric- 
tions which had been impofed on it’s inland-trade : yet by this Act 
of Parhament that trade kath been cramped by regtlations alimoit 
equally as impolitic as thofe under which it betore laboured. 

By one claufe, Brvigb fubjects are abiolutely prohibited from 
trading 1m falt, beetlenut, tobacco, or rice, except for account of 
the Company ; although the Coinpany never traded in thoſe articles. 
m Bengal, and although, if eve. they <a, fuch a monopoly muit 
tmevitably prove more deftruétive to the country than any trade of 
individuals in thofe articles. — 

By the fame claufe, likewife, fubjeéts under a certain defcription 
ar pro.bited from purchalfing any goods or commodities, by way of 

within the provinces of Bengal, Bañar, and Qrif, tQ —— 
6 ALIS .. 
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fame again wkn the aid provinces. 
in the fubfeguent claure, that 

by the Act, 
Of Curlew s 2. 


In the next-alaute it is provided, that tuch perfons as are reftrained 
by the Act trom carrying on any trade thall not be thereby prohibited 
trom collecting in their outf{tanding ‘debts, or from felling or dil- 
pofing of-the merchandites and fttock in trade whereof they may be 
teverally poflefied at the time when the prohibitions, therein ipeci- 
hed, {hall reifpectively take place. _ But notwithitanding this gre. 
indulgence to merchants, they are by the tame claute required, 
within shirty days, to deliver in to the Governor and Z‘ouncjl Gene- 
ral, a full, true, and juit {pecitication, upon oath, of all the good:, 
wares, ettects, and ftock in trade then in their potfefion, which they 
are obliged to difpote of wvthin rhe Space of nine months: although 
iuch may be the fituation of thofe perfons, and the nature of their 
trade, that three or more years may be infufficient for the perfor- 
mance of the tafk impoted on them. 

By anoth: = laufe of the Act, tlre peffond-thercin dettribed are re- 
{trained ©.: n trading, after their covenants or agreements with the 


“veverthelefs, it is provided 
ell portons, net otherwite prohibited 


nry carry on trace WITHIN Fort JFiliem and the town 


Coup. a ding or rading i Jvt7iz fhall be expired, without a 
ro aia weber this reftriction arc included even Free-mariners ; 


ci menu wio have ufually gone out under no o'ber limitation for 
ee Baik ur rade cc in uza for life, than that of pe fecurity not 


* 
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pe 2. ieee oo the Company: under which fole condition 
of tite geutlemen went out, who are now in JI7d/a of that deno- 


the praétice already mentioned, of feizing and tranfporting, fo rc- 
pegnant to the rights of men by nature, as well as to the conftitu- 
tional privileges ot Brith tubjects, from expreits compact with the 
Crown, although laid under tome tacit reftraints, is ftill fo far en- 
courcged by this Aét, as muft not only greatly impede the re-ettab- 
hihhment of all commercial confidence and credit between the natives 
and fie gens, but may vekewile be productive of fuch evils and in- 
juries te many Bri ti biect§ as ray provoke them to rhe worft acts 
of delposrtion 5 even fuck. +2; ia the end, may prove fatal to the in- 
ter.{ts o£ the Company and this country in Indja, Gece the. will 
aifect men in a military as well as civil capacity. 

Inthe fixth chapter it hath been fully proved, 
nu cveathly contributed to the pretent iplere - 
fo) iveciganrin fa; and it is alio very evic — 
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chants, as fixed and cenftant refident:, they muft naturally contri- 
bure more to the increase of the trade and the permancirt weltare of the 
fettlements where thew refide, than the temporary Yervants of thé 
Compiny who go out te dud a forthe vole purpofe of acquiring wealth 
and roevuring with it to Europe. Upon the petition of the AFrimenran 
Conrad, on behalf of hinted’! and others or his nation, it was alfo 
proved before a Committee of the lat Fioute cf Commons, that they 
had ** of late been greatly impeded in their bulinefs as merchants, 
“* bv the molt cruel, deftructive, and injurious regulations, “hd 
gricvoufly opprefled by long and cruel imprifonments and other- 
* wwite, by the nominal Nabobs,” acting under the fervants of the 
Company. However, no particular attention was paid to thofe facts, 
which ftand to proved and on record bcfore the Hloufe, although 
the protperity of the trade of Bengal avowedly depends on giving the 
fulle{t protection to fuch merchants. 

During the parliamentary deliberations on the A@t now under con- 
fideration, it is alfo worthy to be remarked, that an honourable 
* Member of the Houfe of Commons, who hath ever thewn himielf 
equally .ftrenuous in his cudcaveurs for tuccouring opprefied indi- 
viduals and fupporting the common rights of mankind, prefented 
to that aflembly and moved for the infertion of a claufe for enacting, 
s¢ ‘That all Fitdsos, Adoguls, Armenians, and cthczs murchants, ra- 
* tives of Afia ‘hould be allowed, as in all times paft, to carry on 
their trade, 1.. any goods wr -merchandize whatfeever, without 
“© moleftation, in, to, and from Calcutta, NIaidrafs, Surat, Bombay's 
Bencoolen, and all other ports or places within the limits of the 
Company's charter, on paying the legal duties and cuftoms eftab- 
lifhed at the refpective places where tuch trade might be carried 
on.”’—Neverthelefs, this juft and provident claute was rejected, 
contrary to the interefts of thotfe provinces, of the Company, and 
ot this kingdoms and contrary to everv principle of found policy : 
for the pretperity of all manufacturing or tradi. tountrics muft ever 
depend on the freedom of traffic. | 

Did not this very Act of Parliament pe vetu e the fa, pofterity 
would ſcarcely believe thatin foenlight. ‘an age, the Legiflature of 
the greateft commercial nation on eart ad beea ferioufly cnaéting 
laws to define the perfons who fhould buy and fel! the. articles they 
were to trathc in, and the times and plaz s when and where they 
thori? purchafe or difpofe of their commodities; with exceflive pe- 


<< 
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nalties annexed to the tranigreffion =" fe % rales: mu.h lefs would 
they be inclined to believe, that fuch.. Savi. uld have ffum- 
bled into the framing of fetters for thes ivinen “aca, with which 


they could not bind foreigners; in India. 

But the commercial part of the law lai tare in this A@ is not 
only inconfiftent with the regulations by wich the Company's af- 
fairs were drreéted previous to the yer 176... and under which the 
Briti/h fettlements in. India were raifed to a high pitch of affluent 
wefare, but it is utidefineable in theory, impracticable in execu- 
tion, and fubverfive of all thofe immutable principles which muft be 
ever adhered to by all nations who feck pro{perity or advantage trom 
trade and commerce. ‘The intelligent and unprejudiced reader, whe 
attentively confiders the prefent ftate of Benga/, will alfo evidently 
perceive that it is eludible in every point, by the agency and inter- 
vention of that race of men who aét in the double capacities of Ban- 
yans and Merchants, while the DouBLE-GovERNMENT itrongly 
favours fuch elution; that it is contrary to the nature of things, in 
prohibiting that which is not bad in itfelf or in any relation to tociety ; 
that it mailitates againft the end propoted, for if it could be carried 


into the me™ TS... LS sution, it would perpetuate the ruin of the 
com ë . iter” Je * fape. that Gk as defective in every 
G = Be he ets A : © to a good law. 

— atoa fires t may farther be remarked, that 
the preamble tothe Dii, asvu:iginally printed, fet¥ cth, that various 


Jrauds, abufes, and oppréfions had long prevailed in the government 
and admınıftration of the Company, as well at home as in India; and 
fo indeed it was fully proved before both the Committees of the 
Houle of Commons: but when the Bill was finally paffed into a 
““ Law, ‘* frauds and oppreffiins”’ were expunged, and only ** abu/es” 
retained. 

The few obférvations that have been made, it is hoped, will en- 
able the reader to gxiescuith the {pirit with which this Act was 
paffed.— How far Adminiftration, while a€ting with the moft lau- 
dable intentions, n? hay been mifled by defigning and interefted 
men, we will not prefum ‘a guej;: but we will venture to affert, 
that the A& now wundet “derdion, as to the commercial part, 
will not produce 4 y falutary effeéts at prefent requifite to retrieve 
the manufactures aad reftarte the trade of the Bengal provinces, ard 
much lefs ftand the teft of future time. 

How far the remarks made by the fagacious Lord Chance : n~ ~s. 
Ol: the concerns of Princes, in his days, are applicable t -.. ) 
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th - Taha affairs app RANE to Easiand +1 our own, 1s jeft is t'a 
confideration of the TEL Ugent reads. j “U2 | "ifdom, faith ` het late 


cellor, of modern tim:;, chicfly conam¥in the adapting: {r +emedies 
for prefent evils, or ef, pes from impending dangers, rather than thé 
keeping them off by afolid courfe of wifdom ; and it is the folecifm 
of great power, to think of commanding the end, without feeking 
the means. ‘The original words of that great man are very remark- 
able : 

* <¢ Veruntamen & hoc verum eft, moderni temporis prudentiam, 
*¢ cjrca Principum negotia tra¢tanda, in hoc iffimum verfari, ut 
& conqguirantur magis & aptentur remedia & fubterfugia malorum & 
“<< periculorum, cum ingruerint ; quam ut prudentia folida & con- 
& itanti depellantur & fummoveantur, antequam impendeant. Ve- 
<< rim hoc nihil aliud eft, quam in agone cum fortuna experiri. 
€ Caveant autem homines, ne obdormifcant circa turbarum materias 
“ primas, & inchoamenta. Nemo fiquidem fcintillam, incendium 
% parituram, prohibere poteft; nec regiones metiri, unde eruptura 
% fit. In Principum negotiis interveniunt proculdubio multæ diffi- 
£E cultatcs & impedimenta 5 at” Gpenumern. maxima impedimenta 
& funt Principum ipforum affectus & mores. Etc::°m Principibus 


s frequenter accidit, ut contradictoria plar  ootonte Meut reté 
c. Tacitus: “Sunt plerumque Regum vci. -- wes Venementes. dg 
«c inter fe com ‘ariz.”’ At potentie nimiæ vi cyanus =. afa 
s poffe fincm 1 £ pio arbitrio aflequi; necwe iamen o wa procu- 
** rare. 


Sermones Fideles, Cap, XIX. De Imperio. 
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CONSIDERATIONS ON 


C H A P. XIII. 
C ONCLUSION 


N the firft part of this work, the writer humbly recommended 
to the confideration of the public fuch remedies as, in his opi- 
nion, were mof. neceflary to correét the evils which he d 
monftrated to have prevailed in the Ea% India concerns of Great 
Britam. According to that opinion, which was not formed in 
theory or fpeculation, but wholly grounded on faéts and his own 
experience, he prefumed principally to point out the neceflity there 
was, 

Firft, OF rendering his Majefty’s Courts of Juftice in Zadie, in- 
dependent of the Governare and Oouszze cha at the Comnpany’s +cipec- 
tive Prefidencies. | 

Secondly, Of abolifhing their ufurped power of fe ing and im- 
prifoning their Ferrow fubjeéts in India, and tra ing them to 
Europe w.thout legal convi&tion of guilt, or even wn aput any crime 
but that of being found in Badig. 

Thirdly, Of taking from them all power of oppreffion, and of 
fettering or monopolizing the trade in Jndia, under the mock- 
power of indian Princes. 

In the preceding chapters,, which fully confirm all that has been 
afferted in the firft part of CONSIDERATIONS, &c. it hath been 
turther incontrevertibly fthewn, 

‘That a confederacy of Briti/h Subjects, in the charaéters of Re- 
prefentatives or fervants to a commercial community, have had 
the audacious temerity to ufurp Sovereign domination in Bengal. 

That fuch rule hath been exeacifed by thofe fubjeéts in practices 
that were made enormoufly lucrative to themfelves, and propor- 
tionally injurious-to their cmployers ; while whole nations of inno- 
cent, eee iubmiffive, and induftrious Zzdians have been there- 
by deftroyed in murderous wars, plundered by illegal im: fts, 
exactions, and extortions, deprived of their native Princes. depo- 
purated and ruined: And, 
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Phat {fuch domination was maintained by thaſe ſervants fe Jong 
as it could be done, nner rhe diiguite of a mock-governY ent, for 
the wicked purpofes cf concealing the pofieflion thereof from the 
ruling powers of this kingdom, and for deceiving the Sovereign tọ 
whoin they owed unalienable fidelity and allegiance. 

It hath been alfo fhewn, both in this and the preceding volume, 
that the ravages to which Bengal has been expofed, of late years, under 
the management of the Company, have proceeded, in a great meafere, 
froin the arbitrary powers given to the perfons with whom they 
entruited the g6vernment of thofe provinces. 

But nothing can be more impolitic than the placing of the Go- 
Vernors of diſtant provinces in uncontroulable fi.uations. All dz- 
puted Governors hold power in depofit only for the good of the 
community, and can poffefs no rights that are inconfifteut with fuch 
an end. While they difcharge the duties of their high ftations 
with integrity, they can have nothing to dread from the colleétive 
body of the governed; but cach individual has every thing to fear from 
the paffions, prejudices, weaknefles, ignorance, or wickednefs of 
€soverriors, when exercifing unlimited authority, aa tew men will 
refift {trong temptations to the abute of it. The want of fuch dan- 
gerous power muft, therefore, be the beft fecuritv zzainit the 
baneful practices, of tvranny. 

Perhaps thes can be no fituations in which the common good 
requires more or ftronger legal reftraints to be laid on Geveinors 
than in the fubjugated provinces of Afa. With the urméontrouled 
powers that have been deicribed, they may there, with the utmoft 
eafe, enrich themiclves; while futh wealth will, at the tame time, 
furnifh the means af prolongatien to.that power, and, together 
with the numberlefs diticulties and the delays that mutt unavoid- 
ably be encountered in purituing juftice againtt them, at fuch a 
diitamce from the fcene of action, will likewite fecure to them even- 
tual impunity in Lurcpe. 

With retpect to the prefent adminiftration of the Brizh concerns. 
m jizz, the public therefore, in reality, have no fecurity but in the 
great virtues of the gentlemen who have. been latety appointed. 
And akhough, it we confider the late act of parlizmen as a tem- 
porary expedient, it mav be admitted, that the chotce « f govern- 
ment could not have tallen upon more eligible perfons, vet ta ecx- 
pest tic difintercited, unprejudiced, didfpailionate, and wite cxer- 
sions « che powers of any man, or fet of men, .n tuch tituations. 
às leuning that to the guidance of chance which all experience thews 
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(feck w. too ſtraugly guard. The welfare of . . . tie- 
wv, no sot long be däfely truired to {uch precar. - i,t. aeEnts. 

done t- nolaftic or fpeculative rights c: o Bev.: >. ae jure, who 
. -« 3 de faclo, were never known, t © no-t- but as a {creen 
rst. irpation, and will not long ftan-? :> «ar^ së political experi- 
fsa Can Europe. But, as it hath òsi: 4 «en, that the Company 
Barc actually thrown off their diff ti... ax dependangg.on his Impe- 


rial Majeity, Shab Alum, and th «eat Princes of Bengal, it is 
high tune the Legiflature of this } .-zdom fhould completely abolith 
the double-government, which has fo long ferved as a blind to 
every {pecies of iniquity. 

Had the enormities which have been perpetrated in Bengal, un- 
der that cover, been no other than the firft vexations and diforders 
ancident to conqueft, many irrepularities might have been readily 
overlooked. But when we confider the fubmiffive difpofitions of 
the inhabitants, who have been fo made ‘to fuffer; that, in the 
midít of peace they have, by deliberate acts of tyranny, been cruell 
harafied and oppreffed ; that they kave been even deprived of their 
natural rights of trade by ruinous inonopolies, nor only of every 
wGtiuumerce, leit of the very mneceffaries of life; and that 
fuch morecpolies haso beea eftablifhed for the private emolument of 
ehe ruling viurpers, wo è . for fuch and other fecroé murpofes, avow- 
edly with-held froni the Ditib State the knowles. of their pofief- 
fion of {fuch imporiaiit territories! our admiration is excited at the 
forbearanee of the Brith Legiflature in paffing no retrofpective act 
to punifh, or even to exprefs their juft abhorrence of, thofe enor- 
muties which have been praétifed under fuch a mock-government 
as hath difgraced the nation in-the eyes of all Europe and Afa, 
without anfwering any national or worthy purpofe of prudence or 
juttice. 

“As to the Comaany’s policy of obftruéting the inveftments of 
other European nftions by fuch underhand management, in the 
prefent fituatio: df their affairs in Afia,-it muft appear no wifer an 
attempt than stat of ruining themfelves in order to injure their 
neighbours. 4, F :t> can it be politic to hazard a war with France, 
or any oth<f at an, for a few pieces of muflins? When nstional 
complaints are o '- by the foreign Courts, will the Comn..n- iow 
get rid of ther` `- iferibing their caufes to a Mock-N-'m -Y Q» 
will adminiítrat. . by referring them to the Comp .y? Shout 
juch obftructicns oz carried into the moft effe&tual execuis > sval” 
not the Con- u:, sc eventually the lofers, in their affimed si “> 
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ter of Sovereigns in Bengal tho foreign nations, d'japp:tt: xi 
of their own purchafes there, thould prohibit the introduct’ >` ©: 
the Indian manutactures into their Eurcsean dominions, will uc’ z.s 
Cothpany be likewite lofers in. their mercantile capacities in Eurcs:, 
from the failure of their tales for re-exportation ? 

With refpect to that part of the late act of parliament, for the 

etter management of the Company’s aftairs, which relates to the 
commerce of Bengal, it may be remarked, thaf the natives have 
heretofore been compelled to retfign the trade ot their country to 
Eurcpeans, who are now wholly prohibited trom trading in the ar- 
ticles ot falt, beetlenut, tobacco, and rice. Dut, judging from what 
they have fo often experienced, it is not to be expected that the 
natives will venture to engage in any great commercial undertaking 
in thofe or any other articles, unlefs Europeans be privately con- 
cerned with them therein; for that conquerors fhould place them- 
felves in worfe fituations than the conquered, isa myítery they can- 
not comprehend, nor will ever be made to believe. 

If we examine what appecrs t -have bcen the foundation of this 
prohibition, we fhall find it to have been of the moft ridiculous 
nature. It muft have been either, that the Europeans did not pay 
fufficient duties,,>°r that by themitelves, or their sams auns, they 
were guilty of a'm :s in carrying on the trade. If the former was 
the evil, the rem...) was to collect higher duties. If the latter, the 
eftablifhment of ‘Adequate punfifhments and reftraints might have 
prevented thofe abufes. Without the agency of gomaftahs, neither 
the native merchants or Eurcpeans can carry on any trade whatever 
in Jadia. But it appears, that beaute abufes are alleged to have 
been committed in the carrving or of this trade, towards the cor- 
rection of which no punifhments were ever effectually applied, or 
even ferioufly or rationally agtempted, the trade has been prohibited 
altogether. i 

But this prohibition is equally impolitic in another light. In 
the ñrít part of thefe Confiderations it hath been ihesen, that a {pace 
of country, in the centre of the Company’s poflet o is, extending 
two hundred and forty miles, from the iflana rf.,Su: decep to the 
ifland of Sagcr, remains to this day a detart, œse™-ruin. -rith wild 
beafts, and yreiding nothing but wood, wax, anc falt; of which 
Rit article it 1s capable of producing more than ai' the reft of the 

‘It-pergunnahs in Berga! together. In the fame volume fte hath 
Ho bee: * fhewn, that under the government of the native Nabobs, 


® Corfairations, Se. vol. I. note in page 200. 
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foreign moarchants, from evei fa cifant a country as Ean ery 
were encouraged to refort to thore words, Ealled Sunderbund,, where 
they eretted works, called * Zofal/s, for the making of falt ; which 
eshanced the revenue, by clearing lands that would othcrwife have 
remained unoccupied. 

Now the enterprizing activity and the vigour of Europeans, 
which are moft likely to contribute to the reaping of thote advan- 
tages which may naturally be expected from fo extenfive a country, 
cannot be too much encouraged ; and all the arguments that can 
be advanced to juftify the prohibition of thetr trading in falt, 
beetlenur, tobacco, and rice, are equally {trong againft every other 
article of commefce in India, whether carried on by Europeans or 
natives, and may therefore with equal propriety be applied to the 
abohrion of aH trade whatever. 

Little did the writer imagine, after what he had proved in the 
frk part of this work, that the Legiflature of a great kingdom, 
whofe wealth and power are founded on commerce, would have 
mace trading in Juda a crime; or hat a magnanimous people, from 
whem Monarchs have been accuitomed to receive thcir crowns, 
wuld Lo rectucgd ro Legging, from a deputation of a few fellow- 
fubjedts, os fea even tor the mere liberty of -sreathing in any 
put of the gione be you the promontories of Afp a and South Ame 
rica. But, te returæ to our fubject. 

“Fhe reader hath oé thewn "the ditterent fitMiation of Bengal, 
under a reftrained or fetteFe:i trade, -contrafted with an univerfal 
freedom therein. It hath been hkewife thewn, that the practice of 
ftationmiug chokegs, for the collection .of duties on the tranfit of 

s, hath furnifhed the means of great -opprefiion. ‘To fay the 
truth, chokeys only {ferve to infeft the public roads and paflages ; 
and in the prefent {tate of Bengal can veyer be put under {uch regu- 
lations as will effectually reítrain the abufes committed by the 
officers called Chtkeydérs. The injuries which the country hath 
fuftained from *&é obftruction of its commerce by {fuch impofitions 
muft neceffart’y have over-balanced every confideration of advantage 
from the amount f duties fo colleéted. 

It hath „been -ilo fhewn, that, although an indifcriminate cry 
hath beer. raife! »- uft gomaffahs in general, rarely any have ever 
had the influenc. = power requifite for committing grievous « ppref- 








* This fact is-cor - «cd by a letter to the Board from MM@flrs. Car ier, T- i. 7, Ley- 
fier, and French. od the roth January 1763. See Reports, vol. U. po, 342- 
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fions, but thofe employed b ~ in high ftations, or for a -count 
of the Com pny. And wisrner the Company -have ti. inveft- 
ment provided by gomaflahs, or on contract, by the intervcntion of 
Dadney merc lants, no regulations for the prevention of fuch abufes 
as have beer,yand will be practifed, under the fanction of tneir 
name, influen:e, and power, will ever be rendered effectual until 
they themfelves fhall defift from all acts of reftraint and violence on 
the manufactuters, and purchafe their inveftmet.ts, in every reipect, 
on the fame foeting as private merchants. l 

In {fuch a ftite of things, to multiply regulations is to mul- 
tiply the means of oppreflion ; fo that the moft natural and eftec- 
fual remedies fesm to be, the taking away of «ll temptations for 
abufe, by eftablthing an univerfal freedom in trade to all men, in 
every article prołuced in the country; with the entire abolition of 
all duties whatever.——Inftead of granting licentes for purchafing 
and felling, let it be made a crime to demand of any merchant his 
authority for either.——Inftead of collecting duties at Chokeys, or 
any where elfe, let it be made., ‚crime feverely punifhable to ftop 
any man’s goods on the highways, in the paflages of rivers, or at 
the pafies on_the mountains, upon any pretence whatever — ln- 
{tead of ftationi? 7 peons, to watch the weavers ard et their un- 
finifhed webs athe looms, let regulated markets be eftablithed, 
for the public fa,- of their cloths, in evéry Aurung or manufactur- 
ing village; where the utmoit vigilance thould be exerted tc pro- 
tect them from oppreflion in the difpofal of their goods. 

Monopoly will then be prevented on the moft folid and perma- 
nent grounds, becaufe men will rarely find it praéticable or advan- 
tageous to engrofs, when circumvented by the unreftrained exer- 
tions of an induftriomts and numerous people, in fo fertile and ex- 
tenfive a country. The I-fs of duties on {uch a pian would be an 
object of fo little moment, that to regret it would be like grudging 
to part with the feed that is neceflary for an eniuing crop,. for fuch 
loís would be foon amply compenfated by the :ncreafe of agricul- 
ture, population, and manufaćtories. As the Co wu any, or govern- 
ment, would then naturally reap great advantuve iu. the revenues, 
from the confequent influx of wealth, they co svld have nothing to 
fear from the fyftem of fuch an univerfal freedom of trade. 

But there are other contiderations which ought to command the 
feric u , attention of government. Such a plan would foon «ender the 
moaru.sactures as abundant and cheap as they were when Beryal was 
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governed bẹ its native Princes. I. would then reftore the n4 a- 
coraimerce ‘and the frontier traffic any branches ‘whercur nav, 
perhaps, never otherwue be retrieveii; and it would ffeétually pre- 
vent ali difputes with tereign nations, who have facbries eftabiith- 
ed in thole countries. : 
_ Lhe objections which may be oppofed to this plan, are fuch, it 
1s to be feared, as will arife wholly from the privite interefts of 
fuch Europeans as are fent out to India to be provideé for; and who 
will not approve of being reduced, in their trade, toa level with the 
natives. Yet, toa mind unfettered by national pre‘adices, it would 
be difficult to offer a convincing reafon, why men in Judia fhould 
not be placed on the fame natural ground as the ret oftheir {fpecies 
in other countriés, where fortunes can only be-acquired by the 
means of fuperior induftry, genius, or bilities ? Òr to a man, not 
void of humanity, why the inhabitants of Bengal fhould not be 
allowed the full enjoyment of thofe natural bénefits which their 
native foil prefents to them ? ‘To fuch men Lord “/ve has furnifhed 
an aniwer, which, although it cannot be quoted’for its fincerity on 
the occafion tor which’it was ufe is extremely applicable to our 
prefent fubic-+ - 

thcre a man -nxious for the fpeedy return.of his fon, 


- ` -~ Ú á a — — e 
ec his brasia. or bF- jrniend, and folicitous to f <: that return ac- 
e commie?’ ——⏑ of fortune, Indifferent the means by 
$% Wwnich icmay have zi: obtained ? Is there !:g9an who, void of 


< afl but felfifh-feclings, can with hold his approbation of any plan 
‘© that promiies not fudden riches to thote his deareft connexions; 
s who can look with contempt pon meafures of moderation; and 
*¢ who can cherifh all apfart greatnefs, though fiigmatized with the 
«© fpoils of the Company ? If there is fuch a man, to him all argu- 
& ments would be vain; to him I ipeak not. 

-The contfutién of ideas that has arifen from the mifreprefentations 
of artful men, and the narrow principles by which the Britifb 
Eaj India affairs have been ce@nducted tor iome years pat, may 
pollibly furnifh ihfuperable obftacles to the adoption of fuch a 
plan at this tin,e. Perhaps we may defpair of cver ifeeing io juft 
and generous: an avi-line adopted, Under the fyftein of this united 
exclufive Company, whofe foundation was laid in injuftice, and 
whofe com nercial and political affairs, in Aſia and ın Europe, from 


* See me 23d parag. of Lord Céive's letter to the Directors of the 30th Sey tember 
“G5. Reports, vol. III. page 397. 
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its firft eftabhthment to the tmt.time, it 13 demonftrable, Fave 
becn conftamly carricd on in a train ef dark intrigues, deceptions, 
and partial jobs, tor the bencfit of the few, to the injury of the 
many. | 

We have already ventured-our opinion, founded on this expe- 
rience, and op the immutable nature of things, that an exclufive 
company is 1 longer neceffary for the bencficially carrying on of 
the trade between Great Britain and Afia. On the contrary, from 
the recent praétice of other nations, and the prefent ftate of India, 
we have ventured to foretell, that, in a very few years govern- 
ment will be-convinced of the propriety of laying this trade open, 
Winder certain regulations, if it mean to derive any permanent bene- 
fit from the national commerce and territories in Jfa ; and not the 
fuffering of a commercial fociety, when their trade fails, or the 
avarice of their fcryants prompts the expedient, to have recourfe to 
the ípoils of nations and the plunder of Princes. 

Such an alteration, it is conceived, might be effected with pre- 
ferving to this kingdom all thsseadwantages which it ever derived 
from the exportation of ftaple produétions, and the duties on goods 
imported under the monopoly. It is beyond a doubt, that if the 
merchants of th. metropolis, together with thdfe cth gteat com- 
mercial ports Liverpool, Briſtiol, Hull, Glafgow, Leith, Dublin, 
and Corke, were .. liberty to fit out fhips for Jadia; there would not 
be wanting many private focieties of wealthy merchants who, to- 
gether, would be equal to as extenfive, nay and to fer greater ex- 
portations and importations than were ever cffe€tuated by the exclu- 
five Company. When fuch an alteration fhall take place, ın the 
natural courte of events, many among the firft private adventurers. 
may make fortunes, while others may be ruined. But commerce, 
like the waters on which it is conduCted, will find its own level; 
and after the refluent, violence of the ſirſt torrent’ had fubfided, the 
open trade to and from Jaéia might with wifdom be dire&ted fteadilv 
to flow in manifold new channels, to the great “advantage of thele 
kingdoms. 

But, while we leave the completion of fuch an event to the ac- 
comphfhment of future time and experience, ‘Jet us briefly conti- 
der the meafures which appear expedient in order to produce fuch 
falutary effects as may be brought about by equity and humanity, 
in the prefent ftate of affairs, whether commerce or cong g be the 
abject of government. 
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The moft obvious and the leaft p--rarious ofall ; is are M5 
produćts of ihe earth, and the manr.. ‘res which ı — fem 
native ræw-materials. No country can’be more al sidjgarly ftored 
with thefe than Bengal; where the natives never gefi sny en- 
courigements for their induftry, in agricalture or mysufscuring, 


until the baneful government of the Engl Company waderved them 
needful. From the fimplicity of their manners, «id#:e mildnefs 
of their difpofifions, .as well as from every othe rAgrin ace of a 


political nature, no people on earth can be more -aty ti» -vern than 
the natives of Bengal. But for the profperity of iat, As cf all other 
countries, it is neceflary the Governors fhould h=v: i ucerely a: 
heart the good of thote whom they govern. Perhaps riat of itfelf 
is fufficient to infure the happinefs of -any people whatever, abftrufe 
complex-laws being no way necefflary to a nation’s welfare ; for i- 
politics, as in falfe religion, it will generally be found, that when 
my{tery begins, honefty will foon end. 

It hath been fhewn that, in the ancient fate of Bengal, the 
duties on trade were never a primary object of contideration to the 
go-.:nment ; whofe grand purpotes ‘were at all times ferved by an 
verſal etksuiithe: sround-rent. Mr. Locke aud other great writers 
have deuseokrativets thown, that this is the point jn, avhich all 
ce? = cour £25 Vicwist oly terminate. In Benge’ however, as 
there is NO uccwatey © fu-lwing the various intri &$ incident to 
rhe asts ot European finances, fo it will be happy for the natives, 
if their prefent rulers never depart from that ancient fyftem, which 
never can be deviated from, but to the introduétion of confution 
opprefifon, and iniquity. s : 

If therefore the pofition be true, as we are inclined to believe 
that ‘* the commerce of Bengalis a clear and intrintic gain to it, 
“ equal to the whole amount of its annual exports,” the art of 
governing that country will be comprizedtn few word@ osstRuc+Y 
NOT THE PLOW OR THE SHUTTLE. It is evident, the protperity 
of the country will then depend wholly on the upright adminiftra- 
tion of juftice 5; in which fituation Bengal might be governed with 
a fitth-part of the fums that are now annually fquandcred, in fuch 
exceflive civil and military eftablifhments as teem to have been 
kept up chiefly for the purpofes of gratifying the avarice and am- 
bition of ind viduals. 

It may ve thought much eafter to find out errors than to redrefs 
them; vut the difcovery of the caute is the firft ftep towards the 
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zure of a diforder: and he w 10 does his beft to remedy the evils he 
difcovers, difcharges his d tò {Gtrety. On this principle, in the 
firſt pert of Confidergtions, wc. the writer-prefumed to recommend 
fuch remedies, to the difeafes he. pointed out, as might have been 
applied without infringement of any legal rights of the Company ; 
and might have preferved the Bengal provinces from: the ruin which 
threatened them, at leaft .until the expiration of the Company’s 
charter, without altering their conftitution. But the Briti/b parlia- 
ment have, in their wifdom, thought proper to advance much far- 
ther, although they have chofen to fuffer the continuance of the 
mrultiform monfter of a double-government, rather than remove it: 
and, inftead of remedying fome of the’ principal evils, have only 
changed their form. Having, however, from faéts within his own 
knowledge and experience, ventured to point out the grand errors 
which {till exift.in the prefent fyftera of the Brith trade and go- 
vernment in Jnd:.:, it is incumbent on the writer, before he lays 
down his pen, ti recapitulate fuch as appear to be their moft natural 


remedies. 


First,—For the rendering of juftice more eaf’ s -+*ainable againft 
men invefted with authority or power ia Dnia. | 

I. To. veal thofe parts of the iste 62° of patir a 2 9th 

of Ge. I.) which enable the 4:0. cramer am Supine Cucun- 

cil of Bem al forcibly to tranfp. : tboir féllow-tubyeci. from 

India; and, in heu thereof, te uefine and try ‘zhe crimes 

which are deemed deferving of fuch punifhmeht, and inflict 


adequate penalties on the ipot. 


Il. To compel men invefted with fuch authority or power, 
to remain a hmited time, at leaft twelve months, in Juda, 
after quitting their employments and defcending to the 
{tations of private men. 


III. To free the Briti/h Corts of Juftice, thatis, the Mayor 
and Aldermen at Fort St. George, and Bombay (at Bencoolen 
there are none) from the terrors under which they labour, 
by rendering them independent of the Governor and Coun- 
cil at thofe ref{pective Prefidencies ; and by cénftituting them 
Juftices of the Peace, and Commiflioners of Oyer and Ter- 
miner, and General Gaol Delivery, equally with rhe Mem- 
bers of the faid Councils. 

SECONDLY, 
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PECONDLY,—-For the better fecuring “juftice to the natives. in 
the interior paits of the Bengal provinci». 


I. To make it unlawful and highly penal for Ex speans, 
their banyans, or other dependants. to pretide as Judgcs, orto 
ccrfere in any bufinets of the Curcherrics or inland Courts 
ot Juitices but to ettablith native j udg., irremoveable . for 
lite 3; except for niifconduet in Oifice, Upon convict) n before 
the tupreme Court at Cinentir. 


Il. To eftablith the modes of decifion by juries anrd arbi- 


trators, among ther itives, as recommended in tic fUventh 
chapter. 


Per DLy,—For the protperity of the inland-trade and mayritu: 
roramerce Of Bengal, and to fecure its permanenc: 
I. To allow an univerfal freedom to ag. laen, of buving. 
fell:ig, or dealing in every article produced’ or contumed in 
the country. 


IT. T'o ebolith all Guties 


wes snd Chokers throughout the inte- 
er | SV PTeS. OOF TO lubi- c> the Company’s I~AePiMENt to 
the time duries as are paid by the natives o cther indivi- 
duals. 


III. “Ce citablith publie markets at all the «Jurungs, or great 
manutacturing towns, where the whole care of government 
taould be exerted to prevent forcible purchates or fales, and 
to guard the manufacturers trom opprcfiion. 


The effects of fuch regulations would inevitably raife a letting 
and glorious monument to the junice of Great Britain. But betore 
their falutary efttcts could be experienced, tome vears mutt elapie. 
Under the beft laws, it will require time to reftore the manutae- 
tures and trade of the Bengal provinces, rrom the pernicious citeets 
which, during the laft fitteen years, have been produced by the 
operation of the Company’s duftuck, and the regulations of their 
Directors and otuer fervants. Under an oppreffive native Princes 
however long hved, the natives have had tome diltant praſpect of 
relicf from th- friendly interpotition of death ; but thev have iwvund 
the Compmy to be a many-headed montter that pever dics. 'I Ne 
iilsebitseutsswho have fled from their country, or abandoned their 
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~ ave time to rea St from. their appreheifions of 
ned to o> ie o le Company, an fuch coir 
“ec return to.the loom 
j therefore neceffa- 
aat Europeans whe 

š | ¢ome their proteétors. 


tthe entire and {peedy 

depend on the prefer- 

a righteous adıniniítra- 

z sarie of impartial and efficient 

E cy in fuch rights, every rational 

hope ot advaritage to this kin„uom may fairly be indulged: but 

otherwife, if the inordinate gratification of individuals fhould be 

fuffered to continue the poffeffion of thofe countries will foon be- 

come burthenfom., -if not (what Gop avert) a curfe to the nation. 

The progrefs of FAfhood and delufion in the Juda ‘affairs of this 

kingdom has been gieat, becaufe fupported by the enormous riches, 

and impelled by the never fatiated interefts, prejudices, paffions, 

avarice, and ambition of defigning men ; while Truth, with only 

the good of mankind on her fide, is not much regarded, and but 

feebly defert; d, againit fuch powerful opponents. Bue time feldom 

fails to re-eftabiifh the empire of Truth; and the fyftem which the 

writer hath pre. umed to fubmit to public confideration, he leaves 

to the verificatiom of future experience; confident, that when the 

prejudices of all: parties and their fomenters fhall be exytin= jt will 
{tand the teft. 


